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I. Introduction and Project Background 

Introduction 
Judiciary Square is one of Washington’s oldest districts.  Home to the 
Federal and District Courts, federal and district government agencies, 
and several museums and monuments, Judiciary Square has long been a 
thriving area with a diversity of activities.  Judiciary Square also lies on 
the border between the District’s monument core and the traditional 
downtown.  The mix of uses in the Judiciary Square area offers points of 
interest to the different groups of people that frequent the two 
neighboring areas. 
 
Major physical changes within Judiciary Square are planned.  The 
Freedom Forum has obtained the necessary approvals to permit 
construction of the Newseum at the corner of Sixth Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.  The National Law Enforcement Officers 
Memorial Fund, a nonprofit organization that built and now oversees the 
National Law Enforcement Officers Memorial, has plans for a National 
Law Enforcement Museum to be constructed just south of the current 
Law Enforcement Memorial.  Construction is evident elsewhere in the 
area, and plans — some encompassed in the DC Courts Master Plan — 
suggest further changes ahead. 
 
Nationally, the effects of September 11, 2001, and bombing of the Murrah 
Building in Oklahoma City are but two major events that have raised 
awareness and heightened the desire for greater security of potential 
terrorist targets.  The closing of Pennsylvania Avenue in front of the 
White House and the barriers surrounding other federal buildings and 
national monuments are evidence of the reaction to terrorist activities. 
 
The Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study was initiated by 
the District of Columbia Department of Transportation (DDOT), in 
cooperation with numerous federal, regional, and district agencies and 
private organizations, to come to terms with the apparently conflicting 
goals of increasing security while also improving access and mobility 
within Judiciary Square.  This study represents the first comprehensive 
look at meeting these competing objectives and developing solutions to 
existing transportation and security concerns. 
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General Description of the Study Area 
Judiciary Square, for purposes of this study, encompasses the 
approximately 11.5 acres of land surrounding the historic square by the 
same name.  The study area is bordered on the west by Sixth Street, NW, 
on the south by Pennsylvania and Constitution Avenues, on the east by 
Louisiana Avenue and First and Second Streets, NW, and on the north by 
H Street, NW.  Figure 1 shows the study area boundaries. 
 
Within the study area are approximately 85 buildings with current and 
soon-to-commence construction that will alter that total.  Approximately 
a dozen of these buildings house major federal and District government 
agencies and courts and at least one international institution.  Table 1 lists 
the major buildings within the Judiciary Square study area. 
 
Table 1: Major buildings 
General Accounting Office FBI Field Office Judiciary Square Building 

National Building Museum Judiciary Center Juvenile Court 

WMATA Headquarters One Judiciary Square Police Court 

Security and Exchange 
Commission 

Henry J Daly Building 
(Municipal Center) 

Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces 

H Carl Moultrie I 
Courthouse 

E Barrett Prettyman 
Courthouse 

Superior Court of D.C. (Old 
City Hall) 

The National Academies Department of Labor CWA Building 

Canadian Embassy U. S. Tax Court  

 
Two major tourist destinations lie within the study area. The old Pension 
Building has been a major institution in the area for over a century and is 
now the home of the National Building Museum.  The museum houses 
exhibits related to architecture and urban design.  It also serves as the 
venue for many gatherings and events including the Presidential 
Inaugural Ball.  The National Law Enforcement Memorial honors law 
enforcers who have died in the line of duty.  In addition to a permanent 
monument, the Memorial is also the venue for an annual commemorative 
gathering honoring law enforcers.  Both of these sites draw thousands of 
visitors each year. 
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Anticipated Changes to Judiciary Square 
Significant changes are anticipated for Judiciary Square.  At least a dozen 
major construction projects are underway or proposed.  While funding 
for some of these projects is uncertain and timing of construction remains 
open, it is appropriate to base any planning on the realization of these 
plans. 
 
At the present time, buildings are being constructed at: 
 

• Sixth and F Streets, NW 
• Massachusetts Avenue and Fourth Street, NW 
• Between Massachusetts and H Street, NW 
• Third and C Streets, NW (an expansion of the Prettyman 

Courthouse). 
 
The Newseum has received the necessary approvals and design is 
underway to construct an approximately 350,000 square foot mixed use 
facility that would include the museum itself and 126 residential units 
with associated parking.  This building will fill the site adjacent to the 
Canadian Embassy and sit on the corner of Pennsylvania Avenue and 
Sixth Street, NW.  Access to the building will be off Pennsylvania 
Avenue, Sixth Street, and C Street, NW. 
 
The Law Enforcement Museum will occupy a site north of the Old City 
Hall to the southern limit of the National Law Enforcement Memorial 
including the area under E Street, NW.  This 87,380 square foot facility 
will house museum exhibits and associated services. 
 
The DC Courts Master Plan has proposed seven major construction 
projects: 
 

• an expansion of the southern façade of the H Carl Moultrie I 
Courthouse 

• a new northern entrance to the H Carl Moultrie I Courthouse 
• a parking structure to the west of the Old City Hall 
• a parking structure to the east of the Old City Hall 
• an expansion to Courthouse Building A west of Judiciary Square 
• an expansion to Courthouse Building B east of Judiciary Square. 

 
Generally, these new buildings will increase the number of people 
attracted to the study area but are not expected to increase the amount of 
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vehicular traffic as they are to make no provison for visitor parking.  
Only limited quantities of parking are being constructed and most new 
parking replaces existing, surface parking.  In addition, the Newseum 
will displace a large surface parking lot currently occupying the 
construction site. 

Purpose of the Study 
The Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study seeks to identify 
means of improving transportation within the study area while 
improving security around the various buildings.   These two goals are 
often viewed as being in competition; this study presents means for 
improving both, often with the same measures. 

Transportation 
The transportation element of this study will investigate the patterns and 
factors which effect the operation of all forms of traffic in Judiciary 
Square including: 

• traffic behavior and conditions 
• parking provision and operation 
• transit ridership  
• pedestrian behavior and facilities 
• provision for bicycles. 

Security 
The security element will investigate: 

• the type of threats  
• the level of risk 
• the existing methods of enforcing security 
• the impact of existing transportation conditions on security. 

 
This study, therefore, will identify means of: 
 

• accommodating the mix of uses within Judiciary Square by 
offering an improved transportation system that safely and 
effectively moves people via the full range of modes 

• improving access and mobility to and within Judiciary Square 
• improving security of the most sensitive buildings by more 

efficiently moving traffic and pedestrians in and around the public 
streets and pedestrian ways 

• creating a framework whereby public and private organizations 
can work together to improve transportation and security while 
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maintaining an open atmosphere that has always typified 
Judiciary Square. 

Scope of the Study 
The Study is organized around seven principal tasks.  Technical tasks 
were performed by DDOT and its consultants HNTB, with coordination 
and collaboration maintained by a Study Advisory Committee.  Figure 2 
depicts the seven major tasks contained within the scope of work.   
 

Agency 
Coordination

1

Advisory 
Committee 
Meeting #1

2

Existing 
Conditions

3

Recommendations 
& Draft Report

5

Advisory 
Committee 
Meeting #3

6 7

Final Report
Advisory 

Committee 
Meeting #2

Sep 26

Dec 18Nov 6

•Problem 
Understanding

•Alternatives 
Development

4

Project Steps

 
Figure 2: Major Tasks 

 
The project commenced by organizing a Study Advisory Committee 
comprised of: 
 

• representatives of the public agencies located within Judiciary 
Square 

• representatives of the public agencies, both federal, regional, and 
local, who have oversight and management responsibility for 
various activities across a broad geographical area but including 
Judiciary Square 

• representatives of the private organizations located or planning to 
locate within Judiciary Square. 

 
A complete list of the participants to the study is shown in Appendix A of 
this report. 
 
The Study Advisory Committee met with the Study Team to initiate the 
project.  At that meeting, the Committee: 
 

• met the principals of the Study Team 
• reviewed the proposed scope of work 
• received a request for data and other information 
• shared priorities and concerns 
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• expressed expectations about the outcome of the study 
• offered direction for investigation. 

 
The next task in the process was to collect and assemble information on 
existing conditions within the Study Area.  The Study Team consulted 
secondary sources including DC government files and the DC Courts 
Master Plan.  Field inventories and studies quantified traffic and parking, 
and noted features and issues within the study area.  Meetings with 
nearly all of the stakeholder agencies yielded further insights into 
activities within the study area.  The Study Team also toured ten 
buildings considered to be of the greatest security concern within the 
study area. 
 
The data collection and field observations combined with the discussions 
with Study Advisory Committee members produced many ideas on the 
nature of the deficiencies within Judiciary Square and concepts that 
might be developed to respond to those deficiencies with cost-effective, 
realistic solutions. 
 
The findings from the existing conditions analysis and initial concepts for 
improvements were shared with the Study Advisory Committee at a 
second committee meeting.  There, the Committee generally endorsed the 
findings and offered comments on the viability of the solutions. 
 
The proposed alternatives were then developed in greater detail.  
Specifics of physical, operational, and institutional changes were 
developed and organized for consideration by the Committee. 
 
The Committee will again meet in mid-December to review the concepts 
and to make decisions regarding their implementation.  Further 
refinements are anticipated.  The results of this work will be assembled 
into a final report document that will be presented to the Study Advisory 
Committee and ultimately to the DC Department of Transportation. 
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II. Data Collection 
Data for this project was assembled from a variety of sources.  The Study 
Team made use of existing information and conducted a field study.  
Information was acquired from: 
 

• databases of traffic, transit, and safety  
• specialized studies of transportation, urban design, and 

architecture relevant to specific facilities within the study area 
• field inventories, counts, observations, and interviews with key 

individuals within the study area. 
 
Curb side data was collected by a combination of inspection and GPS.  
The data is included in Appendix B.  

Existing Data Sources 
The Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study took advantage 
of other work done in the study area.  Both individual efforts, such as the 
DC Courts Master Plan Study, and ongoing efforts, such as the accident 
statistics maintained by the DC Department of Transportation, were 
employed for this study. 
 
Tables 2 and 3 summarize the data collected from public agency sources 
and the information collected from previous studies conducted within 
Judiciary Square. 
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Table 2: Data from public agencies 
Source Data Details 

Accident summaries 
(2000, 2001, 2002) 

Number and details of 
reported automobile 
accidents 

Base mapping Planimetric mapping of the 
study area 

District of Columbia 
Department of 
Transportation 

Traffic volumes Average daily traffic on 
principal streets within the 
study area 

 Proposed Bicycle Routes  
Bus schedules Current schedules for all 

routes running within the 
study area 

Bus ridership Boardings and alightings 
by stop and route 

Washington Metropolitan 
Area Transit Authority 

Metrorail ridership Passenger volumes 
entering and exiting 
Metrorail stations for an 
average weekday 

 
Table 3: Data from previous studies 

Source Data Details 
Wells and Associates Law Enforcement Museum 

Traffic Study 
Traffic counts and analysis 
of key intersection 

Kroll Security Considerations for 
Schematic Design, National 
Law Enforcement Museum 

Analysis of security issues 

Metropolitan Architects 
and Planners, Inc. 

Judiciary Square Master 
Plan 

Existing Conditions and 
Recommendations for the 
Judiciary Square area 

Freedom Forum Newseum Site Civil Plan  

United States Courts 
District of Columbia 
Circuit 

Safety and Security Risks 
that would result from 
Tour Buses on the East End 
of C Street 

Analysis of traffic and 
security on C Street 

Comments on Judiciary 
Square Master Plan 

 National Capital Planning 
Commission 

Guidelines on Security 
Features for the 
Monumental Core 

 

Department of Motor 
Vehicles 

Fiscal Year ’05 Plan  
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DC Courts Master Plan 
In November 2002, the District of Columbia Courts initiated a study to 
formulate a master plan for expansion and improvement of the physical 
facilities in the Judiciary Square area.  The Courts development program 
includes the restoration of historic buildings, expansion of an existing 
courts structure, and the construction of below grade parking, all within 
the context of a rapidly evolving and publicly-oriented area of the 
District of Columbia. 
 
From a transportation perspective, the Courts Master Plan supplied 
important information on: 
 

• demographics of the study area 
• parking supply and demand 
• traffic volumes and operations 
• bicycle and pedestrian transportation 
• public transit services 
• on-street loading facilities and operations. 

Other Sources 
The Department of Motor Vehicles shared their FY ’05 Plan which 
describes the expansion of services in the satellite facilities. 
 
O.R. George, consultants on the Judiciary Square Master Plan, provided 
turning counts and Level of Service (LOS) calculations for the 
intersections within the study area.  

Project-Specific Data Collection 

ATR Counts 
Automatic traffic counts were taken using pneumatic tubes on Tuesday, 
October 7 through Thursday, October 9, 2003.  These were 24-hour counts 
summarized at 15-minute intervals. 
 
Counts were taken at seven locations. 
 

• Third Street between D and E Streets, NW 
• Sixth Street between D and E Streets, NW 
• C Street just east of Sixth Street, NW 
• Indiana Avenue between Fourth and Fifth Streets, NW 
• E Street between Fourth and Fifth Streets, NW 
• F Street between Fourth and Fifth Streets, NW 
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• G Street between Fourth and Fifth Streets, NW. 
 
All of these streets are two-way at the count locations, so bidirectional 
counts were taken.  The locations of where the counts were taken are 
shown in Figure 3 

Speed and Delay 
Speed and delay runs were conducted in both directions on D Street, E 
Street, Third Street, and Sixth Street through the study area.  
Measurements were taken using the average vehicle method.   The test 
car was driven at the perceived average speed of the traffic on a 
particular route and the following information recorded: 
 

• total travel time in seconds 
• duration in seconds and cause of each delay 
• length of route (measured from mapping). 

Parking Restrictions, Rates, and Spaces 
Curbside parking restrictions were inventoried throughout the study 
area.  Restrictions, hours of the restrictions, and nature of permits were 
identified.  The rates and restrictions on parking in the study area were 
recorded off the existing signage and meters.  Spaces were counted in the 
field where there were markings or meters to indicate the number of 
spaces; in other cases the number of spaces available was estimated. 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Inventory 
A detailed on-the-ground investigation of the study area was undertaken 
to inventory bicycle and pedestrian facilities and behavior.  Items 
observed include: 
 

• location of bike racks 
• location of parked bicycles 
• principal pedestrian movements 
• type and location of wheelchair ramps 
• crosswalk locations. 
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Other Observations 
In addition to the above the following items were also recorded: 
 

• loading zones and bays  
• bus stop locations and the provisions at those locations. 

Security  
The study team conducted interviews with fifteen stakeholders and 
carried out building tours with ten additional stakeholders in the 
Judiciary Square area.  The objective of the interviews was to establish a 
base line of perceived and actual vulnerabilities and threats to the 
stakeholder as well as transportation issues.  The interviews focused on 
stakeholder security concerns and issues as they relate to the:  
 

• Judiciary Square study area 
• facility they occupy 
• occupants of these facilities 
• operation of their department. 

 
In addition to the stakeholder interviews described above, the security 
project team toured ten buildings and interviewed stakeholders 
associated with the facility.  The project team’s goal was to physically 
assess the security issues and concerns associated with facilities targeted 
as typical or requiring special needs in the study area.  This scope of 
work focused on site related threat information that will be used to 
establish appropriate solution criteria in order to provide a secured 
operating environment.   
 
The buildings toured were selected by the study team as potentially the 
most threatened on the basis of being a national symbol, a good target for 
disruption, or having likely enemies.  The ten buildings toured are listed 
in Table 4. 
 
Table 4: Buildings Toured for Security Review 
Henry J. Daly Building (Metropolitan 
Police Department & Department of 
Motor Vehicles) 

US Court of Appeals for the Armed 
Forces 

E. Barrett Prettyman Federal Courthouse FBI Field Office 

US Tax Court H. Carl Moultrie I Courthouse 

Canadian Embassy Office of the US Attorney 

One Judiciary Square (441 Fourth St, NW) Supreme Court of DC Building A 
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III. Findings 
The following are data and observations obtained from the sources listed 
above.  This information relates to several areas affecting Judiciary 
Square including: 
 

• traffic operation 
• parking 
• bicycles and pedestrians  
• security 

Traffic Operations 
The traffic in the study area was observed by the Study Team in addition 
to volume counts being taken and speed and delay runs being made.  The 
DC Courts Master Plan documents made the following statements 
regarding traffic behavior in Judiciary Square: 
 

• Vehicles access the study area in a well distributed pattern, with C 
Street, E Street, Third Street, and Indiana Avenue being the more 
heavily used roadways and access portals. 

• The study area intersections currently operate within the 
acceptable standards of the District of Columbia Department of 
Transportation (DDOT), except for the Third Street/F Street 
intersection that operates at a Level-of-Service E during the 
afternoon peak hour only. 

• The intersections of Third Street at D Street and at Constitution 
Avenue are approaching capacity conditions during at least one 
peak hour. 

Traffic Volume 
The detailed count data are provided in Appendix C.  Average Daily 
Traffic (ADT) and peak hour volumes are shown in the Table 4, below.  
Average total daily volumes are shown in Figure 4. Diurnal curves were 
prepared and are included in Appendix D. 
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Table 5: Average Daily Traffic and Peak Hour Volumes 

Street 
ADT 

 
Peak Hour 

 
Third Street 6,820 NB 7,647 SB 749 NB 779 SB 
Sixth Street 9,366 NB 5,202 SB 803 NB 532 SB 
C Street 2,899 EB 1,279 WB 350 EB 126 WB 
Indiana Avenue 2,869 EB 4,421 WB 270 EB 434 WB 
E Street 6,015 EB 6,281 WB 593 EB 630 WB 
F Street 2,540 EB 2,538 WB 241 EB 241 WB 
G Street 2,588 EB 3,888 WB 250 EB 287 WB 
 
The east-west streets carry the lowest volumes, except for E Street, which 
provides the only bidirectional connection across the I-395 freeway 
within the study area. 
 
Traffic volumes on Third, Sixth, and E Streets vary over the course of the 
day in a pattern typical of commuter behavior.  Noticeable peaks occur in 
the morning and evening rush hours with a smaller noon time peak in 
the middle of the day.  Both C Street and D Street/Indiana Avenue have 
a different pattern—traffic rises to a peak later in the morning and then 
declines over the remainder of the day.  This would appear to be 
consistent with traffic to the courts.  Finally, G Street traffic follows 
neither pattern but instead maintains a relatively low level throughout 
the day. 
 
Directional imbalances are seen on C Street, Indiana Avenue, G Street, 
and Sixth Street.  C Street becomes one-way eastbound midway between 
Third and Sixth Streets lowering the westbound volume.  Indiana 
Avenue becomes D Street east of Fourth Street, and D Street eastbound 
terminates in the freeway entrance ramp just east of Third Street.  This 
limits eastbound volumes.  The majority of East bound traffic is going 
only to the freeway while westbound traffic is coming from the freeway 
as well as further east.  Sixth Street has a significant imbalance in 
directional volumes over the course of the day.  Northbound Sixth Street 
traffic is 80 percent higher in the northbound direction over the 
southbound.  Therefore, alternative routes are being used for the return 
trips.  Third Street, for example, shows an imbalance in the opposite 
direction though not to the same order of magnitude. 
 
C Street has a high peaking factor with twelve percent of its total daily 
volume being carried during the peak hour. 
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Speed and Delay 
The speed and delay studies give an indication of the impact that 
intersections, parking, pedestrians and other traffic behavior have on the 
operation of route.  The study measures the total travel time for a route 
between two fixed points and records the location, duration and cause of 
all the delays on that route.   The record sheets and results summary is 
included in Appendix E. 
 
The following tables summarize the results of those studies. 
 
Table 6a: Speed and Delay Summary (AM Peak Period) 

 Street Direction Travel Time 
(seconds) 

Delay 
(seconds)  % Delay 

Ave 
Speed 
(mph) 

Westbound 257 68 26% 6.72 

D
   

Eastbound 98 4 4% 10.10 

Westbound 269 37 14% 8.63 

E 
 

Eastbound 134 47 35% 13.90 

Southbound  260 146 56% 10.00 

6t
h 

Northbound 155 34 22% 7.20 

Southbound  312 105 33% 9.12 

3r
d 

Northbound 472 188 40% 13.60 
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Table 6b: Speed and Delay Summary (Midday Period) 

 Street Direction Travel Time 
(seconds) 

Delay 
(seconds)  % Delay 

Ave 
Speed 
(mph) 

Westbound 347 176 51% 3.53 
D

  
Eastbound 130 56 43% 6.57 

Westbound 196 118 60% 5.82 

E 

Eastbound 131 54 41% 7.03 

Southbound  - - - - 

6t
h 

Northbound - - - - 

Southbound  - - - - 

3r
d 

Northbound - - - - 

* Studies were conducted only on D/Indiana and E Streets in the midday. 
 
Table 6c: Speed and Delay Summary (PM Peak Period) 

 Street Direction Travel Time 
(seconds) 

Delay 
(seconds)  % Delay 

Ave 
Speed 
(mph) 

Westbound 183 100 55% 4.78 

D
  

Eastbound 85 31 37% 8.74 

Westbound 132 63 48% 4.25 

E 

Eastbound 66 13 19% 6.87 

Southbound  191 88 46% 7.34 

6t
h 

Northbound 265 145 55% 12.40 

Southbound  209 147 70% 6.12 

3r
d 

Northbound 173 39 23% 4.99 

 
The percentage delay indicates the amount of the journey which is spent 
delayed (defined in this study as being stopped or moving at a negligible 
speed).  Hence a fifty percent delay means that half the travel time of a 
run was spent at a stop (or near stop). 
 
The speed and delay runs show that the higher volume streets tend to 
generate more delay and that the PM peak hour is worse than the AM 
peak.  D Street, however, has a midday peak during which it is operating 
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at its worst.  Although the percentage delay differs little for the PM peak 
the average speed is much slower and the travel time much greater 
through midday. 

Accidents 
The District Department of Transportation provided accident data for the 
study area for years 2000 through 2002.  These data are collated in Figure 
5. 
 
The intersections with the most recorded accidents are on those routes 
with the highest volume and are located on the periphery of the study 
area.  The intersections within the core of Judiciary Square have 
considerably less accidents overall and less injuries.   The accidents rates 
are not exceptional and are appropriate to conditions in a city and to the 
volume of vehicular and pedestrian traffic in the locations shown. 
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Parking 
The recorded parking types have been divided into four main groups: 
 

• No Parking Permitted 
• Public Parking – metered, free, and restricted 
• Official Parking 
• Handicapped Parking. 

 
The official spaces were further divided into the following categories: 
 

• Government / Official 
• Police Attending Court 
• Police 
• US Marshals. 

 
The total amount of spaces by type is shown in Table 6a and 6b. 
 
Table 7a:  Parking Allocation by Street 

Street Public 
Spaces 

Handicapped 
Spaces  

Official 
Spaces Total 

3rd 78  -  - 78 
4th 49 1 34 84 
5th 108 -   - 108 
6th 79 -   - 79 
C 75 3 32 110 
D 88  - 41 129 
E 47 1 31 78 
F 63 2 7 72 
G 65  - - 65 
H 32  -  - 32 

Total 684 7 144 835 
 
Table 7b:  Official Parking Allocation  

 Government 
/ Official  

Police Attending 
Court Police US 

Marshals 
Spaces 35 55 28 30 

 
The locations of this parking are shown in Figures 6a and 6b 
 
The DC Courts Master plan stated: 

• The availability of parking is a critical problem with in the master 
plan study area and more so within the Master Plan Site Area. This 
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situation results in illegal parking on several roadway segments as 
well as the inefficient circulation of motorists seeking parking 
spaces. 

 
At present parking is disorganized and regulations are frequently 
violated. 
 
Some examples of disorganization include: 

• More people receive on-street parking permits than there are 
designated spaces to park in. 

• Permits appear to be issued by several different agencies. 
• Vehicles are parked in spaces reserved for official use without a 

permit displayed.  In some cases a police uniform patch is placed 
in the windshield as a substitute for a permit. 

 
Commonly observed violations are: 

• Parking all day at two-hour meters. 
• Three cars are observed occupying the space of two parking 

meters. 
• Vehicles routinely parked in crosswalks.   
• Double parking or idling in travel lanes. 

 
Early in the field investigation few vehicles were observed with tickets 
for parking violations.  On later days more enforcement activity was 
observed, including ticketing and booting.  Towing was not observed.  
District parking regulations are usually enforced by the Department of 
Public Works (DPW), Parking Services Division.  However, in Judiciary 
Square there are multiple agencies responsible for parking enforcement.  
C Street, D Street, Indiana Avenue and the expert witness parking on E 
Street between 4th and 5th Streets are the responsibility of the 
Metropolitan Police Department.  4th Street between E Street and Indiana 
Avenue is covered by Protective services.  All other streets are enforced 
by DPW. 
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Bicycles and Pedestrians 
Field observations confirmed the DC Courts Master Plan finding that: 
 

• Pedestrian activity is significant, particularly from the Judiciary 
Square Metrorail Station and the land uses south of E Street. This 
situation contributes to significant vehicular-pedestrian conflicts at 
several intersections, particularly at Fourth Street and D Street 

 
The bicycle and pedestrian inventory was mapped as shown in Figures 
7a and 7b.  The locations of the proposed cycle paths were provided by 
the District Department of Transportation. 
 
Following are the observations were made: 
 
Bicycles 

• Bike racks are not provided at every building. 
• Bike racks are of inconsistent design across the study area. 
• Bikes were found to be chained to parking meters and parking 

signs because there were no bike racks close by. 
• Few bicyclists were observed over the several days of field 

investigation (which included a variety of weather conditions). 
 
Pedestrians 

• A mixture of new- and old-style wheelchair ramps was found. 
(New ramps have flared sides, old ramps have no flares.) 

• A few locations had missing wheelchair ramps (for example, 
where a crosswalk is marked). 

• Numerous cases of vehicles parked in crosswalks were observed. 
• Large volumes of pedestrians cross the intersection of Fourth and 

Indiana, due in part to the nearby Metrorail exit.  Pedestrians 
frequently cross outside of the striped crosswalks. 

• Large volumes of pedestrians also cross the intersection of Fifth 
and Indiana to get to the Moultrie Courthouse.  The crosswalks are 
oddly placed, mainly because on-street parking is oddly placed. 
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Transit 
The transit provision remains as stated in the DC Courts Master Plan. 
 

• In addition to the transit services provided by the three area 
Metrorail stations, Metrobus routes operate along E Street, 
Pennsylvania Avenue, and Seventh Street. 

 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority provided ridership for 
the Metrobus and Metrorail, which are included in Appendix F 
 
The location of bus stops and shelters were recorded on site and are 
shown in Figure 8 
 
In addition to the DC Courts Master Plan statement: 
 

• The study area consists of governmental and institutional uses that 
generate significant volumes of employee and visitor traffic during 
weekday peak and off-peak periods. 

 
From interviews with agency representatives it is clear that most 
employees in the study area commute by Metro.  Estimates in the 80 to 95 
percent mode share for Metro were given.  Two notable exceptions to this 
are the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces and the Canadian 
Embassy, where nearly all parking needs are met on site.  At all other 
sites, some parking is provided for select employees.  Limited market-
rate parking is also available at some locations.   
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Construction  
There are number of current and proposed construction sites intended for 
the Judiciary Square.  These are summarized in the table below and 
Figure 9. 
 
Table 8: Current and Proposed Construction 

Development Land Use Status 

Massachusetts Courts Mixed-Use. Residential & 
Retail Under Construction 

Meridian at Gallery Place Residential Luxury 
Apartments & Retail Under Construction 

Avalon at Gallery Place Luxury Apartments Under Construction 

Gallery Place 
Mixed-Use. Residential, 

Retail, Office & 
Entertainment 

Under Construction 

Jefferson at Penn Quarter Mixed-Use. Residential, 
Retail and Theatre Under Construction 

Terrell Place Mixed-Use. Office, Retail & 
Residential Apartments Under Construction 

Georgetown University 
Law School Addition University Under Construction 

National Association of 
Realtors Building Office Under Construction 

Freedom Forum – 
Newseum 

Mixed-Use.  Museum & 
Residential In Design 

National Law Enforcement 
Museum Museum In Design 

E Barrett Prettyman Federal 
Courthouse Courthouse Addition Under Construction 

 
There is also construction just outside of the study area on D Street and E 
Street which impacts the traffic in Judiciary Square. 
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Loading 
The facilities in and around the study area have multiple loading bays.  
These consist of both on street and off street operations.  The location of 
loading bays is shown in Figure 10.  The on-street bays are impacted by 
the illegal parking. On several occasions service vehicles were observed 
double parking because their direct access to the curb was blocked.  The 
off-street bays tended to cater to larger trucks.  The maneuvering into the 
bay by these vehicles took sometime, and would cause significant 
disruption to traffic by blocking one or both directions of flow. 
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Security 
During the stakeholder interview process many topics were discussed.  
The objective of the interviews was to establish a base line of perceived 
and actual vulnerabilities and threats to the stakeholder.  In addition, a 
basic understanding of the security operations at each site was gained.  
Perimeter access policies and procedures were discussed, with attention 
paid to how employees and visitors may be treated differently.   
 
The types of screening provisions at each facility were reviewed.  
Commonly used screening techniques were identification check, 
magnetometers, x-ray machines, and visual inspection of belongings.  It 
was found that some facilities screen employees and visitors differently. 
 
The operation of and security at loading docks and parking garage 
entrances were also reviewed during the interviews.  Stakeholders were 
able to express concerns about vehicular access points to their buildings. 
 
Finally, any controls placed by agencies on vehicular traffic and curbside 
use adjacent to their facilities were discussed.  This included how access 
by emergency vehicles may be managed. 
 
As part of the field investigation, access points to all study area buildings 
were identified.  Shown in Figure 11 are pedestrian doors, entry doors 
that are closed (such as emergency exits), and parking garage entrances.  
Loading dock locations are depicted in Figure 10 above. 

Threats 
The security project team determined that the common perceived threat 
is based on the potential of increased pedestrian and vehicle traffic to the 
study area during the construction and follow on operation of the 
Newseum.  Stakeholders are concerned that there will be a requirement 
to modify their operations, to maintain the way they currently conduct 
business, in order to continue their present level of service. 
 
Additional concerns included inconsistent or non-existent parking 
enforcement and lack of stakeholder control of building access to other 
building tenants or visitors. 
 
More specific threats were discussed with stakeholders at the ten 
identified buildings where facility tours were conducted.  Based on 
stakeholder input and an assessment of each facility, its purpose, and its 
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operations, a matrix was created to summarize the perceived threats.  See 
Table 9.  Threats are defined in Table 10. 
 
Table 9: Threat Matrix 
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Prettyman Courthouse (US Marshals Svc)               
Henry J Daly Bldg (Metropolitan Police 
Department)               
US Tax Court               
Canadian Embassy               
One Judiciary Square               
US Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces               
Superior Court Bldg A (Secret Service)               
FBI Field Office               
Moultrie Courthouse (DC Courts)               
Office of the US Attorney               

 
Table 10: Threat Definitions 
Threat Definition Possible Purpose 
Bombing Car bomb, truck carrying 

explosives, package bomb, or 
bomb carried on a person. 

Silence or intimidate judges, 
prosecutors, witnesses, or jurors. 
Make a political statement. 

Walk-Up 
Shooting 

Targeted shooting in which the 
shooter is on foot, in advance of 
or at the building security 
checkpoint. 

Kill judges or witnesses in 
particular court cases. 
Grudge-motivated killing. 
Kill high-profile defendants in 
criminal cases. 
Political assassination. 

Drive By 
Shooting 

Targeted shooting in which the 
shooter is in a vehicle aimed at 
individuals outside a building. 

Kill judges or witnesses in 
particular court cases. 
Kill high-profile defendants in 
criminal cases. 

Kidnapping Forcefully seizing a high-profile 
individual such as a judge, public 
official, or foreign dignitary, 
either within or outside a 
building. 

Leverage to make demands for 
money or policy changes. 
Intimidate or threaten witnesses 
or jurors. 
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Threat Definition Possible Purpose 
Disruption of 
Services 

Severing or limiting 
communications or utility 
services, either intentionally, 
accidentally, or through system 
failure. 

For intentional disruption:  
Make a political statement. 
Demand policy changes. 

Emergency 
Vehicle Access 

Limited ability to access a facility 
by fire truck, ambulance, or police 
car due to traffic congestion or 
improperly parked cars or 
delivery vehicles. 

Intentional disruption of 
emergency vehicle access may 
facilitate carrying out one of the 
above threats. 
Disgruntled employee or 
customer. 

Street Crimes Mugging, untargeted shooting, 
rape, vandalism, theft, drug 
offenses, etc. 

Obtain money or drugs. 
Hate crime. 
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IV. Existing Conditions Assessment 
An assessment of the data supplied by various participants to the study 
combined with that collected specifically for this effort permitted the 
Study Team to draw some conclusions on transportation and security in 
the Judiciary Square Study Area.  These conclusions on the existing 
conditions were made for both the Study Area as a whole and for 
individual elements within the Study Area. 

Principal findings (Area Wide) 

Traffic Behavior and Conditions 
The traffic counts, turning counts, and Level of Service (LOS) calculations 
indicate that the traffic volumes in the Judiciary Square study area are 
not large enough to account for congestion on their own.  While a single 
lane is estimated to have a capacity of approximately 900 vehicles an 
hour, the most significant volume recorded was approaching 800 vehicles 
on Sixth Street.  In the District of Columbia an intersection is considered 
to be not failing at a LOS of D or above.  All of the intersections in the 
study area were passing with the exception of Third Street at F Street in 
the p.m. peak. 
 
The congestion observed in the field was caused by operational failings 
in and around the study area.  None of the streets in the study area is 
reaching capacity in terms of throughput volumes.  From this it can be 
concluded that traffic congestion being experienced is not driven by 
volumes but by other factors such as signal coordination, parking 
maneuvers, and construction impacts. 

Parking 
Parking is in limited supply and results in motorists spending time 
searching for parking, double-parking, and illegally parking.  Loading 
and deliveries are also affected and these activities often take place on an 
ad hoc basis and in undesirable locations. 

Bicycle and Pedestrian 
The presence of bike racks at some of the public buildings and extensive 
sidewalk and path network makes the study area attractive for cycling 
and walking.  Given the transit route structure and constrained parking 
supply, travel within Judiciary Square is most frequently made by foot. 
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Pedestrian traffic is also quite high.  Between transit riders walking to 
and from destinations within the study area, and motorists walking to 
and from the limited on- and off-street parking in and around the area, 
pedestrian activity is high throughout business hours.  Pedestrians are 
well accommodated with marked crosswalks and handicapped ramps at 
most street crossings, but gaps in the pedestrian network do occur. 

Transit 
Judiciary Square is accessed by automobile, Metrorail, Metrobus and 
other private buses and shuttles, bicycle, and by foot.  The DC Courts 
Master Plan noted that approximately 50 percent of those employees 
arriving in the study area do so by other than single-occupant vehicle.  
With one Metrorail station within the study boundaries (Judiciary 
Square) and two adjacent to the area (Archives-Navy Memorial, Gallery 
Place), and 12 Metrobus routes passing through the area, transit 
accessibility is as good as anywhere in the Metropolitan Washington 
area.   

Street Closures 
Temporary street closures, for deliveries of goods and people (as in the 
case of the courts), are done by individual organizations without 
coordination with other agencies.  The FBI, for example, has banned all 
parking adjacent to the FBI Washington Field Headquarters, and the U.S. 
Marshals Service periodically closes C Street, NW when important prison 
transfers take place.   No coordinating body governs these activities. 
 
The National Building Museum and the Law Enforcement Officers 
Memorial each close F Street approximately once a year.  In addition, the 
MCI Center occasionally closes F Street west of the study area, which 
impacts traffic operations within the study area.  These street closures are 
coordinated through the District government. 

Security  
The security project team discovered that the application of security 
provisions throughout the study area was inconsistent.  Building stand 
offs, to prevent accidental or intentional vehicle intrusion from the street, 
are hardened by parked vehicles, trees, planters, bollards, trash 
receptacles, and streetlights.   
 
Building perimeter protection provisions included controlled pedestrian 
entry at building lobbies with security guards, photo identification 
verification (agency or government issued), sign in/out register, bag, 
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purse and briefcase inspection, electronic card readers, video 
surveillance, turnstiles, magnetometer (metal detectors), and x-ray 
machines.  At some facilities, visitors are screened more rigorously than 
employees. 
 
Security guards, photo identification verification (agency or government 
issued), sign in/out register, physical inspection, moving barriers, video 
surveillance, and card readers are the security provisions in place at 
vehicle entrances to parking garages and loading docks. 
 
A series of problems was identified that could be addressed in a later 
phase of this study. 
 

• Screening employees less rigorously than visitors may increase 
exposure. 

• Vehicle screening at some parking garages causes queues to form 
blocking travel lanes. 

• The level of vehicle screening at parking garages within the study 
area varies and may not always be appropriate for the facility. 

• Inconsistent parking permits and lax parking enforcement allows 
unknown vehicles to park near potentially sensitive buildings. 

• Insufficiently sized loading bays make it difficult for buses or 
other delivery vehicles to pull off the street and unload in a more 
secure environment. 

• The Third Street Tunnel along the eastern study area boundary is 
of concern to adjacent stakeholders. 

• Setbacks to some of the older court buildings are less than desired 
under current guidelines. 

• Traffic congestion related to construction activities, double parked 
private vehicles, and idling delivery vehicles creates a security 
concern for transporting sensitive persons to the courts. 

• There is currently no common method of coordinating operational 
or emergency issues between agencies or organizations within the 
study area. 

• Some facilities used by the general public are located near facilities 
that may be at higher risk of being targeted by criminal activity.  
This increases the exposure faced by the general public. 
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Principal findings (By Street) 

C Street 
This street is wide (approximately 48 feet) with no striping to designate 
lanes or parking spaces.  Congestion appears to be largely a result of 
construction of the Prettyman courthouse addition and double parked 
delivery vehicles.  Parking regulations are routinely violated in the 
eastern half of this block.  Vehicles are found parked in crosswalks.  Cars 
are parked in spaces designated for motorcycles.  The one-way operation 
of the eastern half of this block appears to function adequately. 

D Street / Indiana Avenue 
The presence of the H Carl Moultrie I Courthouse and the MPD Offices, 
in the Henry J Daly Building, account for the majority of traffic on D 
Street and Indiana Avenue.  Very little through traffic was observed.  
 
The worst congestion was observed at the intersection of Fifth Street and 
Indiana Avenue, in front of the courthouse.  At peak times a number of 
vehicles are double parking or are otherwise parking illegally in order to 
drop off visitors to the courthouse.  This is particularly apparent in the 
eastbound direction.  Westbound there is a significant right turn from 
Fifth Street into D Street.   This section of roadway rapidly fills with 
queuing vehicles, blocking the Fifth Street intersection and causing 
queues to form on Fifth Street and Indiana Avenue (principally on the 
westbound approach).  There are three causes for this: 
 

• Construction west of Sixth Street narrows the street to one lane, 
limiting capacity and preventing the through movement out of D 
Street. 

• The signals at the Sixth Street and D Street intersection are timed 
for a large through movement on Sixth Street; little time is allowed 
for D Street to clear. 

• The maneuvering of vehicles into and out of the angled parking 
spaces on D Street between Fifth and Sixth Streets delays the 
through movement.  

 
On Indiana Avenue between Fourth and Fifth Streets there are numerous 
cases of illegal parking and double parking.  Although this tends to 
reduce speeds along Indiana Avenue, the width of the roadway allows 
for easy passing.  It should be noted that the width of roadway may be 
encouraging the double parking behavior.  
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Pedestrian activity is not restricted to the appropriate crosswalks and 
along the entire length of Indiana there is a considerable amount of illegal 
crossing.  Most activity is centered at the courthouse and the MPD 
offices. 

E Street 
E Street carries predominantly through traffic, and Metrobus routes D1, 
D3, and D6 operate along this street.  Vehicles are parked along both 
sides of the road, and were observed parking in no parking areas in front 
of the Law Enforcement Memorial, at Metrobus stops, and blocking 
driveways and wheelchair ramps.  There is some pedestrian activity at 
the Law Enforcement Memorial due to the Metrorail entrance, but this is 
not the cause of any significant delay.  There is also construction work at 
the Juvenile Court, which is blocking the nearside eastbound lane for 
about 100 feet in front of the building. 
 
Delays on E Street were predominately at the signalized intersections at 
Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Streets.  Further delays were observed 
while cars were maneuvering into parking and while a bus was 
unloading in the outside lane due to parked vehicles blocking the bus 
stop. 

Fourth Street 
Fourth Street operates one-way southbound.  It is relatively narrow, with 
parking allowed on both sides of the street except in front of the FBI Field 
Office.  Congestion during the peak period appears to be a result of (1) 
pedestrian crossings as stop controlled intersections and (2) queuing 
from parking maneuvers, particularly backing up from the General 
Accounting Office’s parking garage on G Street.  Off-peak congestion is 
largely a result of double parked vehicles.  Frequently cars are parked in 
crosswalks, impeding and rerouting pedestrian flows.  Much of the on-
street parking is reserved for police officers.  Inconsistent and 
unverifiable parking permits are displayed. 

Conclusion 
Transportation conditions in the Judiciary Square area are typical of the 
activity levels of vibrant, downtown locations.  While congestion is 
evident at many locations, there are no systematic problems that render 
the streets unmanageable.  Significant vehicular and pedestrian activity 
does result in periodic congestion, but is well within the range of what 
might be expected given the volume of people entering and circulating 
within the area. 
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Automobile traffic is moderate, particularly on the commuter routes of 
Third, Sixth, and E Streets, NW.  While traffic volume itself is not a 
significant problem, the conflicts between standing and parked vehicles, 
pedestrians, and through traffic do produce congestion and delays to 
motorists and sometimes hazardous conditions for pedestrians.   
 
It is also apparent that the transportation infrastructure within Judiciary 
Square has been evolutionary.  Parking regulations have developed over 
time, resulting in confusing and occasionally conflicting regulations for 
the same stretch of curb.  Curb cuts have been added in response to 
specific changes in the area, and crosswalks have been added or removed 
without any apparent cognizance of an overall plan.  
 
The one-way use of Fourth Street, NW and partial one-way restrictions 
on C Street, NW are two examples of changes in the system that appear 
to have been made in response to specific needs over time.  Nevertheless, 
most transportation needs are met by the existing transportation 
infrastructure.  The grid system of streets is largely complete and logical.   
 
Finally, the Study Area is managed in a very decentralized manner.  
Enforcement of parking, for example, is not highly regulated, at least in 
part due to the system of parking permits.  Individual agencies and 
individuals issue their own parking permits, limiting the ability of 
District parking enforcement agents to properly ascertain legitimate and 
illegal parkers.  Construction occurs without any apparent coordination 
resulting in congestion on the streets.  
 
Generally, Judiciary Square works well.  Clearly, certain operations and 
particular locations and specific times of the day are in need of 
improvement.  These improvements should be made cognizant of the 
current functioning of the study area and with recognition of the multi-
modal, evolutionary, and decentralized nature of Judiciary Square. 
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Judiciary Square Transportation Security Study

Summary of Parking Spaces in Study Area

Street
Public 
Spaces

Handicapped 
Spaces 

Official 
Spaces

Total

1st 15 15

2nd 39 39

3rd 78 78

4th 49 1 34 84

5th 108 108

6th 79 79

C 97 3 32 132

D 121 41 162

E 47 1 31 78

F 63 2 7 72

G 65 65

H 32 32

Total 793 7 144 944

\\Alxw00\Tpdoc\Judiciary Square-36521\Technical Products\Task 3- Existing Conditions\Parking\Parking Spaces Exhibit E   10/30/2003



Judiciary Square Transportation Security Study

Summary of Parking Spaces in Study Area

Street
Government / 

Official
Police Attending 

Court
Police US Marshals

Total 35 55 28 30

\\Alxw00\Tpdoc\Judiciary Square-36521\Technical Products\Task 3- Existing Conditions\Parking\Parking Spaces Exhibit E   10/30/2003



Rate Code Description
1 No Parking
2 4 min $0.05, 8 min $0.10, 20 min $0.25 / 2 Hour Max

3 Free
4 Curb Cut
5 Permit No. 6 - 10
6 Metrobus
7 Government Only
8 Handicapped Visitor Parking 2-Hour 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-

Fri
9 Zone 6 Permit Holders Excepted

10 4 min $0.05, 8 min $0.10, 20 min $0.25 / 1 Hour Max

Rate Table



Rule Code Description
1 No Parking / No Standing
2 2-Hour Metered 7:30 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
3 Unrestricted
4 No Parking - Curb Cut
5 Handicapped Parking
6 No Parking or Standing - Metro Bus
7 Reserved 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri - Government Vehicles 

Only
8 No Parking 7:30-9:30, 16:00-18:30 Mon-Fri / No Parking 

18:30 - 24:00
9 No Parking - Loading Zone
10 No Parking 7:30-9:30, 16:00-18:30 Mon-Fri
11 Work Zone
12 No Parking - Loading Zone 9:30 - 16:00
13 1-Hour Metered 9:30 - 16:00, 18:30 - 21:30 Mon-Sat
14 No Parking - Entrance
15 No Bus Parking - 15 min. Hotel Guest Loading Only
16 2-Hour Parking 7:00 - 21:30 Mon-Sat
17 1-Hour Parking 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Sat
18 Reserved 9:30 - 15:00 2-Hour Parking by Permit Only 

Mon-Fri. 15 min. 7:00-9:30, 15:00-18:30 Mon-Fri
19 No Parking Except Official Government Vehicles 7:00 - 

18:30 Mon-Fri
20 2-Hour Parking 9:30 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
21 DOD Shuttle Bus Stand 9:00-16:00
22 No Parking or Standing 16:00-18:30
23 No Parking - Entrance 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
24 No Parking Except Police Officers Attending Court with 

Permit Only 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
25 No Parking Except Official Permit Holders Only 7:00 - 

18:30 Mon-Fri
26 Reserved Shuttle Bus Vehicles Only 7:00 - 19:00 Mon-

Fri
27 No Parking - Loading Zone for Commercial Vehicles 

Only 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
28 No Parking Except Police Officers Attending Court with 

Permit Only 7:00 - 16:00 Mon-Fri
29 No Parking Except Official Permit Holders Only 7:00 - 

16:00 Mon-Fri
30 No Parking Except Police Department Vehicles Only
31 No Parkign Except WMATA Emergency Vehicles
32 No Parking Except Handicapped Visitors, 4-Hour 

Parking 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
33 Reserved Official Government Vehicles US Marshals 

Service DC Superior Court Only at All Times
34 1-Hour Parking Except 7:00 - 9:30, 16:00 - 18:30
35 4-Hour Parking Motorcycles Only 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
36 1-Hour Parking 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri

Rule Table



Rule Code Description

Rule Table

37 No Parking 7:00 - 9:30, 16:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri / No 
Parking Except Zone A Special Permit Holders Only 
9:30 - 16:00 Mon-Sat

38 2-Hour Parking 7:00 - 20:30 Mon-Fri
39 15-Min. Parking 7:00 - 9:30, 15:00 - 18:30 Mon-Fri
40 Reserved Permit Only 9:30 - 18:30
41 DC Government Parking Mail Tunnel Only
42 Permit Holder Parking
43 US Marshals Only
44 Official Vehicles Only
45 Shuttle Drop-Off Pickup
46 4-Hour Handicapped Visitor Parking 7:00 - 18:30 Mon-

Fri



3rd Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 2 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 5 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 5
0 3 1 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 3 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 2 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 20 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 20 13 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 13
0 38 0 9 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 5
0 38 0 9 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 5
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 39 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 10 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 10 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4

78



4th Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Space
0 5 0 8 1 Handicapped Parking 1

1
0 7 0 3 0 Official Parking 13
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 2
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 5
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 14

34
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 2 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 2 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 2 1 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 2 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 19 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 38 0 9 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2

49



5th Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 2 10 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 16 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 22 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 16 9 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 9
0 22 10 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 16 10 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 16 7 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 22 16 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 16
0 22 9 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 9
0 22 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 16 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6

108



6th Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 8 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 13 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 10 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 10 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 10 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 10 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 10 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 10 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 10 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 34 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 10 5 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 5
0 12 0 1 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 12 0 1 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 8 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 10 12 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 12
0 10 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 10 1 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 10 7 10 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7

79



C Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 32 0 3 0 Handicapped Parking 2
0 32 0 3 1 Handicapped Parking 1

3
0 33 0 3 0 Official Parking 16
0 44 0 3 0 Official Parking 5
0 44 0 3 0 Official Parking 3
0 43 0 3 0 Official Parking 3
0 43 0 3 0 Official Parking 4
0 43 0 3 0 Official Parking 2

32
0 2 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 2 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 2 19 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 19
0 35 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 2 10 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 2 10 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 35 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 35 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4

75



D Street / Indiana Ave

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 30 0 3 0 Official Parking 6
0 33 0 3 0 Official Parking 6
0 30 0 3 0 Official Parking 3
0 30 0 3 0 Official Parking 9
0 30 0 3 0 Official Parking 3
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 7
0 30 0 3 0 Official Parking 7

41
0 16 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 10 10 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 2 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 2 16 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 16
0 36 9 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 9
0 20 5 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 5
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 5 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 5
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 10 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 10 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8

88



E Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 5 1 5 1 Handicapped Parking 1

1
0 7 0 3 0 Official Parking 2
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 4
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 9
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 4
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 4
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 4
0 24 0 3 0 Official Parking 3

31
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 3 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 3 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 2 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 7 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 2 0 3 2 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 5 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 5

47



F Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 32 0 1 0 Handicapped Parking 2

2
0 25 0 3 0 Official Parking 4
0 7 0 3 0 Official Parking 3

7
0 2 7 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 2 14 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 14
0 16 7 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 7
0 2 9 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 9
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8
0 2 8 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 8

63



G Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 2 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 17 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 17 0 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 18 4 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 10 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 10
0 2 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 20 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 2 9 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 9
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 2 9 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 9
0 2 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 38 2 9 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 2 1 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1
0 19 0 3 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 1

65



H Street

Id Rule Num_Spaces Rate Num_Hndcp TYPE Spaces
0 2 3 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 3
0 10 2 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 2
0 10 6 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 6
0 10 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 10 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 10 4 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 4
0 10 9 2 0 Public Parking - Metered, Free or Limited 9

32



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON DC                           
3RD ST BETWEEN D AND E, NW              
NB                                      

 
Site Code: 3NB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 15 110 21 107 18 100 * * * * * * 18 106
12:15 * * 10 101 16 103 12 102 * * * * * * 13 102
12:30 * * 5 96 10 92 8 93 * * * * * * 8 94
12:45 * * 8 72 11 80 10 116 * * * * * * 10 89
01:00 * * 6 84 9 76 4 108 * * * * * * 6 89
01:15 * * 5 100 3 93 2 82 * * * * * * 3 92
01:30 * * 4 90 5 101 8 112 * * * * * * 6 101
01:45 * * 10 100 8 90 5 92 * * * * * * 8 94
02:00 * * 3 89 1 84 7 98 * * * * * * 4 90
02:15 * * 6 110 7 122 3 83 * * * * * * 5 105
02:30 * * 2 92 1 95 4 92 * * * * * * 2 93
02:45 * * 2 88 2 92 6 95 * * * * * * 3 92
03:00 * * 4 77 2 83 4 95 * * * * * * 3 85
03:15 * * 2 98 2 106 2 109 * * * * * * 2 104
03:30 * * 2 81 1 73 3 101 * * * * * * 2 85
03:45 * * 8 94 11 100 7 94 * * * * * * 9 96
04:00 * * 6 119 6 129 8 104 * * * * * * 7 117
04:15 * * 7 98 6 91 10 96 * * * * * * 8 95
04:30 * * 11 112 8 120 12 128 * * * * * * 10 120
04:45 * * 22 88 22 90 13 130 * * * * * * 19 103
05:00 * * 32 98 36 87 32 106 * * * * * * 33 97
05:15 * * 37 112 31 105 30 129 * * * * * * 33 115
05:30 * * 44 81 48 77 50 114 * * * * * * 47 91
05:45 * * 74 119 63 110 64 110 * * * * * * 67 113
06:00 * * 90 109 83 101 96 119 * * * * * * 90 110
06:15 * * 90 98 100 96 92 114 * * * * * * 94 103
06:30 * * 108 88 100 77 102 92 * * * * * * 103 86
06:45 * * 110 70 123 59 97 80 * * * * * * 110 70
07:00 * * 114 58 118 66 134 66 * * * * * * 122 63
07:15 * * 146 34 133 38 140 44 * * * * * * 140 39
07:30 * * 150 21 144 21 148 44 * * * * * * 147 29
07:45 * * 161 38 174 36 174 34 * * * * * * 170 36
08:00 * * 188 18 206 14 190 21 * * * * * * 195 18
08:15 * * 174 20 157 23 202 30 * * * * * * 178 24
08:30 * * 166 16 182 12 178 18 * * * * * * 175 15
08:45 * * 198 15 207 17 200 21 * * * * * * 202 18
09:00 * * 170 26 173 22 182 32 * * * * * * 175 27
09:15 * * 150 26 136 28 136 26 * * * * * * 141 27
09:30 * * 108 16 106 15 124 24 * * * * * * 113 18
09:45 * * 120 21 122 20 106 38 * * * * * * 116 26
10:00 * * 124 46 128 54 118 28 * * * * * * 123 43
10:15 * * 92 76 105 72 104 29 * * * * * * 100 59
10:30 * * 120 58 129 47 86 25 * * * * * * 112 43
10:45 * * 90 61 95 72 102 16 * * * * * * 96 50
11:00 * * 105 60 110 53 116 17 * * * * * * 110 43
11:15 * * 86 36 85 30 110 17 * * * * * * 94 28
11:30 * * 90 42 87 37 95 20 * * * * * * 91 33
11:45 * * 102 38 89 31 105 11 * * * * * * 99 27
Total 0 0 3377 3400 3422 3347 3459 3455 0 0 0 0 0 0 3422 3403
Day

Total 0 6777 6769 6914 0 0 0 6825

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 49.8% 50.2% 50.6% 49.4% 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.1% 49.9%

 
Peak   08:00 03:45 08:00 03:45 08:00 04:30       08:00 04:00

Vol.   726 423 752 440 770 493       750 435
P.H.F.   0.917 0.889 0.908 0.853 0.953 0.948       0.928 0.906

  
ADT ADT 6,820 AADT 6,820



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON DC                           
3RD ST BETWEEN D AND E, NW              
SB                                      

 
Site Code: 3SB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 24 108 22 120 35 107 * * * * * * 27 112
12:15 * * 21 130 22 101 28 130 * * * * * * 24 120
12:30 * * 19 96 16 88 17 130 * * * * * * 17 105
12:45 * * 19 93 5 118 16 96 * * * * * * 13 102
01:00 * * 14 102 10 124 8 115 * * * * * * 11 114
01:15 * * 9 113 7 118 0 110 * * * * * * 5 114
01:30 * * 6 182 11 100 0 126 * * * * * * 6 136
01:45 * * 8 114 10 150 0 97 * * * * * * 6 120
02:00 * * 7 110 6 112 0 108 * * * * * * 4 110
02:15 * * 2 118 9 142 0 110 * * * * * * 4 123
02:30 * * 8 144 7 144 4 116 * * * * * * 6 135
02:45 * * 3 148 4 111 4 112 * * * * * * 4 124
03:00 * * 2 152 5 132 4 126 * * * * * * 4 137
03:15 * * 8 161 5 163 8 153 * * * * * * 7 159
03:30 * * 9 146 10 148 6 154 * * * * * * 8 149
03:45 * * 2 197 4 174 8 165 * * * * * * 5 179
04:00 * * 2 166 2 143 6 162 * * * * * * 3 157
04:15 * * 0 198 6 208 4 190 * * * * * * 3 199
04:30 * * 4 171 2 170 4 170 * * * * * * 3 170
04:45 * * 10 198 3 197 11 180 * * * * * * 8 192
05:00 * * 14 196 18 174 15 170 * * * * * * 16 180
05:15 * * 26 204 24 232 20 210 * * * * * * 23 215
05:30 * * 18 178 32 206 30 192 * * * * * * 27 192
05:45 * * 34 190 28 171 25 196 * * * * * * 29 186
06:00 * * 42 151 41 163 38 150 * * * * * * 40 155
06:15 * * 46 156 41 136 44 144 * * * * * * 44 145
06:30 * * 41 136 44 143 43 148 * * * * * * 43 142
06:45 * * 48 134 46 110 46 130 * * * * * * 47 125
07:00 * * 49 116 52 116 48 115 * * * * * * 50 116
07:15 * * 54 92 65 86 66 92 * * * * * * 62 90
07:30 * * 54 82 56 57 62 89 * * * * * * 57 76
07:45 * * 80 72 82 59 82 58 * * * * * * 81 63
08:00 * * 80 76 92 48 92 67 * * * * * * 88 64
08:15 * * 86 50 91 62 98 49 * * * * * * 92 54
08:30 * * 109 48 112 44 124 52 * * * * * * 115 48
08:45 * * 108 28 119 42 105 45 * * * * * * 111 38
09:00 * * 139 54 112 48 110 50 * * * * * * 120 51
09:15 * * 116 80 124 67 122 63 * * * * * * 121 70
09:30 * * 115 91 94 37 108 74 * * * * * * 106 67
09:45 * * 128 126 100 38 110 106 * * * * * * 113 90
10:00 * * 112 80 148 44 104 112 * * * * * * 121 79
10:15 * * 88 78 180 46 106 75 * * * * * * 125 66
10:30 * * 79 50 88 41 104 57 * * * * * * 90 49
10:45 * * 138 40 96 30 84 44 * * * * * * 106 38
11:00 * * 96 35 102 36 77 37 * * * * * * 92 36
11:15 * * 92 26 123 33 92 34 * * * * * * 102 31
11:30 * * 72 24 80 30 102 40 * * * * * * 85 31
11:45 * * 92 24 106 23 94 28 * * * * * * 97 25
Total 0 0 2333 5464 2462 5085 2314 5284 0 0 0 0 0 0 2371 5279
Day

Total 0 7797 7547 7598 0 0 0 7650

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 29.9% 70.1% 32.6% 67.4% 30.5% 69.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 31.0% 69.0%

 
Peak   09:00 04:45 09:30 04:45 08:30 05:00       08:30 04:45

Vol.   498 776 522 809 461 768       467 779
P.H.F.   0.896 0.951 0.725 0.872 0.929 0.914       0.934 0.906

  
ADT ADT 7,647 AADT 7,647



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
6TH ST BETWEEN D AND E, NW              
NB                                      

 
Site Code: 6NB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 22 150 20 124 26 141 * * * * * * 23 138
12:15 * * 27 152 25 137 18 120 * * * * * * 23 136
12:30 * * 13 165 8 132 18 126 * * * * * * 13 141
12:45 * * 9 141 8 121 11 134 * * * * * * 9 132
01:00 * * 11 134 13 134 10 156 * * * * * * 11 141
01:15 * * 9 134 8 148 12 137 * * * * * * 10 140
01:30 * * 10 130 6 118 13 104 * * * * * * 10 117
01:45 * * 7 133 10 112 5 116 * * * * * * 7 120
02:00 * * 11 132 9 134 11 149 * * * * * * 10 138
02:15 * * 4 112 5 114 10 145 * * * * * * 6 124
02:30 * * 4 136 2 110 7 131 * * * * * * 4 126
02:45 * * 6 114 8 120 9 116 * * * * * * 8 117
03:00 * * 5 127 6 152 8 131 * * * * * * 6 137
03:15 * * 1 152 11 133 0 122 * * * * * * 4 136
03:30 * * 3 124 7 141 2 120 * * * * * * 4 128
03:45 * * 3 129 4 152 12 146 * * * * * * 6 142
04:00 * * 8 148 8 171 9 173 * * * * * * 8 164
04:15 * * 11 174 9 146 13 172 * * * * * * 11 164
04:30 * * 16 143 16 161 14 184 * * * * * * 15 163
04:45 * * 32 161 14 144 14 162 * * * * * * 20 156
05:00 * * 25 206 19 206 21 207 * * * * * * 22 206
05:15 * * 43 178 36 152 27 204 * * * * * * 35 178
05:30 * * 53 193 64 204 58 236 * * * * * * 58 211
05:45 * * 70 151 71 196 77 218 * * * * * * 73 188
06:00 * * 84 206 87 196 83 242 * * * * * * 85 215
06:15 * * 84 166 77 162 78 240 * * * * * * 80 189
06:30 * * 102 144 87 145 95 194 * * * * * * 95 161
06:45 * * 100 156 118 114 128 199 * * * * * * 115 156
07:00 * * 156 156 149 90 153 146 * * * * * * 153 131
07:15 * * 146 131 142 86 154 123 * * * * * * 147 113
07:30 * * 172 105 188 78 162 80 * * * * * * 174 88
07:45 * * 177 75 148 74 174 88 * * * * * * 166 79
08:00 * * 174 81 172 70 177 60 * * * * * * 174 70
08:15 * * 196 60 174 50 176 58 * * * * * * 182 56
08:30 * * 200 52 162 50 172 56 * * * * * * 178 53
08:45 * * 173 44 196 53 196 61 * * * * * * 188 53
09:00 * * 210 50 170 46 160 44 * * * * * * 180 47
09:15 * * 184 58 176 34 88 52 * * * * * * 149 48
09:30 * * 175 68 188 50 159 88 * * * * * * 174 69
09:45 * * 158 64 174 48 156 70 * * * * * * 163 61
10:00 * * 154 51 134 50 156 72 * * * * * * 148 58
10:15 * * 158 45 147 57 134 64 * * * * * * 146 55
10:30 * * 168 39 130 40 132 58 * * * * * * 143 46
10:45 * * 143 32 122 42 116 50 * * * * * * 127 41
11:00 * * 133 29 131 30 145 40 * * * * * * 136 33
11:15 * * 114 25 124 41 112 43 * * * * * * 117 36
11:30 * * 178 22 127 32 121 30 * * * * * * 142 28
11:45 * * 166 26 124 35 144 32 * * * * * * 145 31
Total 0 0 4108 5404 3834 5135 3776 5840 0 0 0 0 0 0 3903 5460
Day

Total 0 9512 8969 9616 0 0 0 9363

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 43.2% 56.8% 42.7% 57.3% 39.3% 60.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 41.7% 58.3%

 
Peak   08:15 04:45 08:45 05:00 08:00 05:30       08:15 05:30

Vol.   779 738 730 758 721 936       728 803
P.H.F.   0.927 0.896 0.931 0.920 0.920 0.967       0.968 0.934

  
ADT ADT 9,366 AADT 9,366



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
6TH ST BETWEEN D AND E, SB              
SB                                      

 
Site Code: 6SB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 8 86 9 104 6 102 * * * * * * 8 97
12:15 * * 9 73 9 78 3 96 * * * * * * 7 82
12:30 * * 9 77 9 72 4 102 * * * * * * 7 84
12:45 * * 5 80 2 76 3 74 * * * * * * 3 77
01:00 * * 2 79 2 103 4 94 * * * * * * 3 92
01:15 * * 5 81 3 80 6 82 * * * * * * 5 81
01:30 * * 3 83 1 70 4 93 * * * * * * 3 82
01:45 * * 3 72 3 78 0 90 * * * * * * 2 80
02:00 * * 1 93 2 108 1 100 * * * * * * 1 100
02:15 * * 1 57 3 66 7 93 * * * * * * 4 72
02:30 * * 4 103 1 90 4 114 * * * * * * 3 102
02:45 * * 3 86 3 78 2 100 * * * * * * 3 88
03:00 * * 1 70 0 78 3 104 * * * * * * 1 84
03:15 * * 4 72 2 88 0 82 * * * * * * 2 81
03:30 * * 2 75 4 106 4 104 * * * * * * 3 95
03:45 * * 2 58 0 88 3 85 * * * * * * 2 77
04:00 * * 2 82 2 122 3 105 * * * * * * 2 103
04:15 * * 5 84 6 126 2 118 * * * * * * 4 109
04:30 * * 7 77 4 112 2 122 * * * * * * 4 104
04:45 * * 11 126 13 120 11 144 * * * * * * 12 130
05:00 * * 14 126 11 140 11 146 * * * * * * 12 137
05:15 * * 16 125 8 122 13 150 * * * * * * 12 132
05:30 * * 20 114 17 124 14 158 * * * * * * 17 132
05:45 * * 31 120 26 121 32 147 * * * * * * 30 129
06:00 * * 28 120 34 90 27 112 * * * * * * 30 107
06:15 * * 38 91 32 88 44 0 * * * * * * 38 60
06:30 * * 30 92 37 69 42 0 * * * * * * 36 54
06:45 * * 42 76 38 66 34 0 * * * * * * 38 47
07:00 * * 50 82 52 42 47 0 * * * * * * 50 41
07:15 * * 65 70 66 48 58 0 * * * * * * 63 39
07:30 * * 60 52 66 48 56 0 * * * * * * 61 33
07:45 * * 80 42 88 31 80 0 * * * * * * 83 24
08:00 * * 92 39 88 27 80 0 * * * * * * 87 22
08:15 * * 87 34 72 30 96 0 * * * * * * 85 21
08:30 * * 108 30 96 32 94 0 * * * * * * 99 21
08:45 * * 111 37 116 25 112 0 * * * * * * 113 21
09:00 * * 110 35 107 29 122 0 * * * * * * 113 21
09:15 * * 122 48 109 20 122 0 * * * * * * 118 23
09:30 * * 104 82 117 30 110 53 * * * * * * 110 55
09:45 * * 108 48 86 11 84 126 * * * * * * 93 62
10:00 * * 76 32 72 17 82 44 * * * * * * 77 31
10:15 * * 76 36 94 12 74 29 * * * * * * 81 26
10:30 * * 92 21 74 21 92 22 * * * * * * 86 21
10:45 * * 95 20 81 19 91 19 * * * * * * 89 19
11:00 * * 86 15 83 13 76 26 * * * * * * 82 18
11:15 * * 96 12 91 16 83 20 * * * * * * 90 16
11:30 * * 100 10 80 11 94 14 * * * * * * 91 12
11:45 * * 87 7 90 13 77 10 * * * * * * 85 10
Total 0 0 2111 3230 2009 3158 2019 3080 0 0 0 0 0 0 2048 3154
Day

Total 0 5341 5167 5099 0 0 0 5202

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 39.5% 60.5% 38.9% 61.1% 39.6% 60.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 39.4% 60.6%

 
Peak   08:30 04:45 08:45 05:00 08:45 05:00       08:45 04:45

Vol.   451 491 449 507 466 601       454 531
P.H.F.   0.924 0.974 0.959 0.905 0.955 0.951       0.962 0.969

  
ADT ADT 5,202 AADT 5,202



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
C ST BETWEEN 3RD AND 6TH, NW            
EB                                      

 
Site Code: CEB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 4 68 3 72 3 56 * * * * * * 3 65
12:15 * * 0 63 0 58 1 52 * * * * * * 0 58
12:30 * * 3 62 4 48 4 59 * * * * * * 4 56
12:45 * * 5 56 5 52 3 56 * * * * * * 4 55
01:00 * * 3 53 2 46 4 56 * * * * * * 3 52
01:15 * * 1 59 3 44 6 60 * * * * * * 3 54
01:30 * * 3 52 5 41 4 59 * * * * * * 4 51
01:45 * * 5 56 6 44 3 50 * * * * * * 5 50
02:00 * * 6 64 2 54 2 45 * * * * * * 3 54
02:15 * * 6 44 0 44 4 52 * * * * * * 3 47
02:30 * * 1 38 0 40 4 52 * * * * * * 2 43
02:45 * * 2 28 0 36 4 48 * * * * * * 2 37
03:00 * * 1 34 0 48 4 29 * * * * * * 2 37
03:15 * * 0 44 1 38 0 34 * * * * * * 0 39
03:30 * * 4 32 4 34 3 43 * * * * * * 4 36
03:45 * * 0 39 1 43 2 40 * * * * * * 1 41
04:00 * * 3 32 3 26 5 23 * * * * * * 4 27
04:15 * * 4 26 2 42 4 30 * * * * * * 3 33
04:30 * * 3 26 4 30 6 34 * * * * * * 4 30
04:45 * * 4 34 4 21 7 37 * * * * * * 5 31
05:00 * * 12 20 8 27 7 21 * * * * * * 9 23
05:15 * * 22 18 16 22 18 23 * * * * * * 19 21
05:30 * * 49 18 50 20 50 22 * * * * * * 50 20
05:45 * * 51 18 35 20 40 28 * * * * * * 42 22
06:00 * * 23 13 28 14 30 31 * * * * * * 27 19
06:15 * * 26 10 21 14 26 18 * * * * * * 24 14
06:30 * * 33 12 32 6 24 24 * * * * * * 30 14
06:45 * * 37 21 32 8 32 25 * * * * * * 34 18
07:00 * * 32 18 29 10 26 36 * * * * * * 29 21
07:15 * * 48 16 45 4 52 34 * * * * * * 48 18
07:30 * * 52 18 42 10 52 10 * * * * * * 49 13
07:45 * * 58 11 54 6 60 9 * * * * * * 57 9
08:00 * * 73 5 74 9 69 7 * * * * * * 72 7
08:15 * * 68 8 64 7 60 12 * * * * * * 64 9
08:30 * * 95 2 72 2 72 2 * * * * * * 80 2
08:45 * * 82 4 90 3 81 2 * * * * * * 84 3
09:00 * * 106 12 100 4 98 7 * * * * * * 101 8
09:15 * * 78 12 79 2 98 6 * * * * * * 85 7
09:30 * * 86 14 76 8 63 12 * * * * * * 75 11
09:45 * * 94 11 75 9 74 10 * * * * * * 81 10
10:00 * * 60 7 86 6 87 10 * * * * * * 78 8
10:15 * * 98 5 63 8 58 10 * * * * * * 73 8
10:30 * * 80 7 76 9 63 6 * * * * * * 73 7
10:45 * * 74 6 64 4 67 4 * * * * * * 68 5
11:00 * * 90 6 100 8 76 7 * * * * * * 89 7
11:15 * * 76 2 47 4 68 8 * * * * * * 64 5
11:30 * * 64 3 66 5 51 4 * * * * * * 60 4
11:45 * * 63 6 70 1 57 6 * * * * * * 63 4
Total 0 0 1788 1213 1643 1111 1632 1309 0 0 0 0 0 0 1687 1213
Day

Total 0 3001 2754 2941 0 0 0 2900

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 59.6% 40.4% 59.7% 40.3% 55.5% 44.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 58.2% 41.8%

 
Peak   09:00 12:00 08:45 12:00 08:30 00:30       08:30 12:00

Vol.   364 249 345 230 349 231       350 234
P.H.F.   0.858 0.915 0.863 0.799 0.890 0.963       0.866 0.900

  
ADT ADT 2,899 AADT 2,899



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
C ST BETWEEEN 3RD AND 6TH, NW           
WB                                      

 
Site Code: CWB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 2 18 2 18 0 20 * * * * * * 1 19
12:15 * * 2 22 1 15 2 20 * * * * * * 2 19
12:30 * * 3 22 3 20 3 24 * * * * * * 3 22
12:45 * * 2 18 1 16 1 16 * * * * * * 1 17
01:00 * * 3 17 3 27 2 22 * * * * * * 3 22
01:15 * * 2 22 1 17 3 15 * * * * * * 2 18
01:30 * * 2 15 4 23 4 24 * * * * * * 3 21
01:45 * * 1 12 4 26 2 16 * * * * * * 2 18
02:00 * * 6 33 2 28 0 23 * * * * * * 3 28
02:15 * * 5 26 0 17 6 30 * * * * * * 4 24
02:30 * * 1 23 0 24 0 28 * * * * * * 0 25
02:45 * * 0 20 1 22 3 28 * * * * * * 1 23
03:00 * * 0 17 0 26 4 22 * * * * * * 1 22
03:15 * * 0 27 1 34 0 24 * * * * * * 0 28
03:30 * * 1 29 2 25 0 26 * * * * * * 1 27
03:45 * * 0 22 0 34 0 22 * * * * * * 0 26
04:00 * * 0 40 0 28 2 27 * * * * * * 1 32
04:15 * * 0 18 1 17 2 24 * * * * * * 1 20
04:30 * * 0 22 0 25 1 23 * * * * * * 0 23
04:45 * * 2 30 0 20 1 32 * * * * * * 1 27
05:00 * * 2 40 0 42 0 33 * * * * * * 1 38
05:15 * * 1 16 6 34 3 34 * * * * * * 3 28
05:30 * * 1 30 2 37 6 28 * * * * * * 3 32
05:45 * * 2 21 2 23 0 30 * * * * * * 1 25
06:00 * * 5 26 2 11 4 24 * * * * * * 4 20
06:15 * * 3 28 1 18 4 19 * * * * * * 3 22
06:30 * * 10 9 3 20 6 21 * * * * * * 6 17
06:45 * * 6 20 4 11 5 16 * * * * * * 5 16
07:00 * * 4 16 6 14 1 16 * * * * * * 4 15
07:15 * * 5 4 5 12 2 11 * * * * * * 4 9
07:30 * * 6 10 10 13 6 8 * * * * * * 7 10
07:45 * * 4 4 5 4 5 7 * * * * * * 5 5
08:00 * * 6 6 4 6 4 9 * * * * * * 5 7
08:15 * * 12 8 7 6 7 6 * * * * * * 9 7
08:30 * * 22 5 14 4 26 4 * * * * * * 21 4
08:45 * * 56 1 30 1 29 5 * * * * * * 38 2
09:00 * * 28 15 59 0 32 9 * * * * * * 40 8
09:15 * * 20 6 28 4 16 7 * * * * * * 21 6
09:30 * * 21 18 16 3 22 14 * * * * * * 20 12
09:45 * * 42 12 26 8 20 14 * * * * * * 29 11
10:00 * * 61 6 28 3 26 24 * * * * * * 38 11
10:15 * * 51 4 33 5 22 20 * * * * * * 35 10
10:30 * * 22 8 25 6 23 4 * * * * * * 23 6
10:45 * * 18 1 38 3 20 2 * * * * * * 25 2
11:00 * * 45 4 44 4 23 9 * * * * * * 37 6
11:15 * * 32 0 20 3 28 5 * * * * * * 27 3
11:30 * * 28 2 8 2 22 1 * * * * * * 19 2
11:45 * * 17 3 18 1 18 8 * * * * * * 18 4
Total 0 0 562 776 470 760 416 854 0 0 0 0 0 0 481 799
Day

Total 0 1338 1230 1270 0 0 0 1280

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 42.0% 58.0% 38.2% 61.8% 32.8% 67.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 37.6% 62.4%

 
Peak   09:45 03:15 10:15 05:00 08:30 04:45       09:45 04:45

Vol.   176 118 140 136 103 127       125 125
P.H.F.   0.721 0.738 0.593 0.810 0.805 0.934       0.781 0.822

  
ADT ADT 1,279 AADT 1,279



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
D ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH, NW            
EB                                      

 
Site Code: DEB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 7 56 6 58 11 60 * * * * * * 8 58
12:15 * * 4 64 4 54 5 54 * * * * * * 4 57
12:30 * * 6 55 8 60 4 59 * * * * * * 6 58
12:45 * * 6 48 8 53 4 48 * * * * * * 6 50
01:00 * * 4 41 6 49 8 40 * * * * * * 6 43
01:15 * * 4 45 4 45 1 48 * * * * * * 3 46
01:30 * * 2 44 6 50 4 44 * * * * * * 4 46
01:45 * * 3 58 2 54 8 62 * * * * * * 4 58
02:00 * * 5 37 6 49 2 42 * * * * * * 4 43
02:15 * * 8 42 1 42 5 44 * * * * * * 5 43
02:30 * * 6 58 2 49 5 49 * * * * * * 4 52
02:45 * * 3 52 2 42 4 50 * * * * * * 3 48
03:00 * * 0 61 0 49 3 66 * * * * * * 1 59
03:15 * * 4 58 4 50 2 50 * * * * * * 3 53
03:30 * * 1 58 1 54 1 51 * * * * * * 1 54
03:45 * * 1 38 1 50 3 46 * * * * * * 2 45
04:00 * * 2 54 4 45 2 52 * * * * * * 3 50
04:15 * * 2 40 0 50 1 67 * * * * * * 1 52
04:30 * * 2 46 2 28 2 46 * * * * * * 2 40
04:45 * * 1 40 2 47 3 48 * * * * * * 2 45
05:00 * * 4 63 1 60 1 68 * * * * * * 2 64
05:15 * * 6 52 4 54 2 47 * * * * * * 4 51
05:30 * * 1 33 8 49 4 49 * * * * * * 4 44
05:45 * * 5 41 5 30 8 42 * * * * * * 6 38
06:00 * * 7 34 6 26 8 43 * * * * * * 7 34
06:15 * * 7 24 6 16 5 46 * * * * * * 6 29
06:30 * * 5 38 4 30 3 51 * * * * * * 4 40
06:45 * * 15 58 12 38 16 56 * * * * * * 14 51
07:00 * * 21 20 18 24 22 58 * * * * * * 20 34
07:15 * * 23 19 23 17 21 49 * * * * * * 22 28
07:30 * * 21 24 23 28 22 39 * * * * * * 22 30
07:45 * * 22 23 24 18 22 46 * * * * * * 23 29
08:00 * * 23 16 26 9 48 24 * * * * * * 32 16
08:15 * * 42 10 33 12 60 19 * * * * * * 45 14
08:30 * * 58 14 46 12 55 11 * * * * * * 53 12
08:45 * * 56 16 58 16 55 18 * * * * * * 56 17
09:00 * * 60 15 67 15 66 14 * * * * * * 64 15
09:15 * * 65 12 70 12 64 18 * * * * * * 66 14
09:30 * * 63 10 75 10 55 10 * * * * * * 64 10
09:45 * * 66 25 63 9 74 12 * * * * * * 68 15
10:00 * * 76 22 67 18 61 13 * * * * * * 68 18
10:15 * * 62 21 69 18 63 8 * * * * * * 65 16
10:30 * * 64 11 68 18 64 20 * * * * * * 65 16
10:45 * * 68 14 70 18 74 17 * * * * * * 71 16
11:00 * * 70 12 63 9 68 17 * * * * * * 67 13
11:15 * * 74 14 59 10 68 7 * * * * * * 67 10
11:30 * * 68 4 62 12 53 10 * * * * * * 61 9
11:45 * * 65 8 63 6 52 8 * * * * * * 60 7
Total 0 0 1188 1648 1162 1572 1192 1846 0 0 0 0 0 0 1178 1690
Day

Total 0 2836 2734 3038 0 0 0 2868

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 41.9% 58.1% 42.5% 57.5% 39.2% 60.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 41.1% 58.9%

 
Peak   10:45 02:30 09:00 12:00 10:30 04:15       10:30 12:00

Vol.   280 229 275 225 274 229       270 223
P.H.F.   0.921 0.895 0.917 0.938 0.926 0.842       0.951 0.871

  
ADT ADT 2,869 AADT 2,869



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
D ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH, NW            
WB                                      

 
Site Code: DWB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 10 89 8 60 8 82 * * * * * * 9 77
12:15 * * 9 88 4 67 7 70 * * * * * * 7 75
12:30 * * 7 86 7 71 6 84 * * * * * * 7 80
12:45 * * 6 89 4 80 13 92 * * * * * * 8 87
01:00 * * 9 64 10 69 3 76 * * * * * * 7 70
01:15 * * 7 84 6 70 4 76 * * * * * * 6 77
01:30 * * 3 76 4 64 10 83 * * * * * * 6 74
01:45 * * 1 55 6 64 8 44 * * * * * * 5 54
02:00 * * 3 102 8 75 1 60 * * * * * * 4 79
02:15 * * 8 64 1 82 4 68 * * * * * * 4 71
02:30 * * 10 68 0 98 8 72 * * * * * * 6 79
02:45 * * 3 42 4 58 4 55 * * * * * * 4 52
03:00 * * 3 68 4 74 3 68 * * * * * * 3 70
03:15 * * 3 44 7 58 4 53 * * * * * * 5 52
03:30 * * 1 44 6 60 4 56 * * * * * * 4 53
03:45 * * 2 52 2 38 3 60 * * * * * * 2 50
04:00 * * 3 54 5 52 5 54 * * * * * * 4 53
04:15 * * 3 54 4 44 5 57 * * * * * * 4 52
04:30 * * 9 52 3 53 5 56 * * * * * * 6 54
04:45 * * 10 60 7 60 8 59 * * * * * * 8 60
05:00 * * 14 66 10 40 7 52 * * * * * * 10 53
05:15 * * 12 64 15 70 18 59 * * * * * * 15 64
05:30 * * 10 66 21 52 24 63 * * * * * * 18 60
05:45 * * 32 66 22 52 27 57 * * * * * * 27 58
06:00 * * 30 20 38 54 42 53 * * * * * * 37 42
06:15 * * 46 22 34 48 31 56 * * * * * * 37 42
06:30 * * 35 62 42 50 40 60 * * * * * * 39 57
06:45 * * 50 86 38 44 38 53 * * * * * * 42 61
07:00 * * 46 74 50 34 36 64 * * * * * * 44 57
07:15 * * 56 64 57 23 66 50 * * * * * * 60 46
07:30 * * 51 62 54 27 52 46 * * * * * * 52 45
07:45 * * 63 32 94 22 74 37 * * * * * * 77 30
08:00 * * 80 22 76 26 110 33 * * * * * * 89 27
08:15 * * 86 18 95 20 92 29 * * * * * * 91 22
08:30 * * 106 26 101 16 106 25 * * * * * * 104 22
08:45 * * 89 13 120 12 87 17 * * * * * * 99 14
09:00 * * 119 28 100 19 113 19 * * * * * * 111 22
09:15 * * 122 16 111 18 127 17 * * * * * * 120 17
09:30 * * 90 24 94 13 106 21 * * * * * * 97 19
09:45 * * 104 28 109 19 50 24 * * * * * * 88 24
10:00 * * 116 28 98 18 86 20 * * * * * * 100 22
10:15 * * 132 22 58 30 106 26 * * * * * * 99 26
10:30 * * 112 30 113 36 102 34 * * * * * * 109 33
10:45 * * 106 13 98 28 107 26 * * * * * * 104 22
11:00 * * 97 16 98 27 110 28 * * * * * * 102 24
11:15 * * 110 17 98 22 115 26 * * * * * * 108 22
11:30 * * 96 11 98 23 87 17 * * * * * * 94 17
11:45 * * 92 15 94 15 80 14 * * * * * * 89 15
Total 0 0 2212 2346 2136 2155 2152 2351 0 0 0 0 0 0 2171 2282
Day

Total 0 4558 4291 4503 0 0 0 4453

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 48.5% 51.5% 49.8% 50.2% 47.8% 52.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 48.8% 51.2%

 
Peak   10:00 12:00 08:30 01:45 10:30 12:00       08:30 12:00

Vol.   466 352 432 319 434 328       434 319
P.H.F.   0.883 0.863 0.900 0.814 0.854 0.891       0.904 0.917

  
ADT ADT 4,451 AADT 4,451



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
E ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH, NW            
EB                                      

 
Site Code: EEB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 17 92 19 84 16 121 * * * * * * 17 99
12:15 * * 21 106 22 82 21 96 * * * * * * 21 95
12:30 * * 12 110 8 86 10 115 * * * * * * 10 104
12:45 * * 12 88 10 78 11 83 * * * * * * 11 83
01:00 * * 12 72 6 101 9 84 * * * * * * 9 86
01:15 * * 9 81 5 76 5 93 * * * * * * 6 83
01:30 * * 5 91 8 88 9 90 * * * * * * 7 90
01:45 * * 9 93 8 69 11 93 * * * * * * 9 85
02:00 * * 7 94 9 132 5 86 * * * * * * 7 104
02:15 * * 2 97 5 92 11 108 * * * * * * 6 99
02:30 * * 2 80 3 93 8 105 * * * * * * 4 93
02:45 * * 1 110 8 92 7 104 * * * * * * 5 102
03:00 * * 4 114 0 98 9 106 * * * * * * 4 106
03:15 * * 2 122 6 114 5 94 * * * * * * 4 110
03:30 * * 2 100 5 110 1 68 * * * * * * 3 93
03:45 * * 3 105 3 96 5 108 * * * * * * 4 103
04:00 * * 6 104 12 102 7 120 * * * * * * 8 109
04:15 * * 8 128 3 116 12 134 * * * * * * 8 126
04:30 * * 10 115 9 142 4 138 * * * * * * 8 132
04:45 * * 14 148 7 134 9 127 * * * * * * 10 136
05:00 * * 10 141 12 134 13 148 * * * * * * 12 141
05:15 * * 20 157 14 160 21 160 * * * * * * 18 159
05:30 * * 14 151 18 140 16 164 * * * * * * 16 152
05:45 * * 38 155 32 119 26 150 * * * * * * 32 141
06:00 * * 34 96 40 106 26 158 * * * * * * 33 120
06:15 * * 34 94 40 108 38 128 * * * * * * 37 110
06:30 * * 41 101 31 86 33 128 * * * * * * 35 105
06:45 * * 42 102 40 74 50 107 * * * * * * 44 94
07:00 * * 34 90 54 52 40 85 * * * * * * 43 76
07:15 * * 41 86 50 55 62 77 * * * * * * 51 73
07:30 * * 48 60 47 54 61 50 * * * * * * 52 55
07:45 * * 54 65 76 60 63 42 * * * * * * 64 56
08:00 * * 64 44 85 48 90 55 * * * * * * 80 49
08:15 * * 88 42 90 38 83 46 * * * * * * 87 42
08:30 * * 72 22 82 40 134 36 * * * * * * 96 33
08:45 * * 70 40 78 42 92 54 * * * * * * 80 45
09:00 * * 92 49 78 34 100 53 * * * * * * 90 45
09:15 * * 82 58 93 33 104 58 * * * * * * 93 50
09:30 * * 80 100 81 34 71 101 * * * * * * 77 78
09:45 * * 90 48 108 35 78 77 * * * * * * 92 53
10:00 * * 83 38 88 37 80 50 * * * * * * 84 42
10:15 * * 96 33 94 41 82 45 * * * * * * 91 40
10:30 * * 86 25 106 28 114 31 * * * * * * 102 28
10:45 * * 110 36 86 32 122 28 * * * * * * 106 32
11:00 * * 102 25 74 26 118 34 * * * * * * 98 28
11:15 * * 96 23 100 32 102 26 * * * * * * 99 27
11:30 * * 108 20 78 20 108 20 * * * * * * 98 20
11:45 * * 93 13 78 37 96 21 * * * * * * 89 24
Total 0 0 1980 3964 2009 3690 2198 4205 0 0 0 0 0 0 2060 3956
Day

Total 0 5944 5699 6403 0 0 0 6016

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7% 35.3% 64.7% 34.3% 65.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 34.2% 65.8%

 
Peak   10:45 05:00 09:45 04:30 10:30 05:15       10:30 05:00

Vol.   416 604 396 570 456 632       405 593
P.H.F.   0.945 0.962 0.917 0.891 0.851 0.963       0.955 0.932

  
ADT ADT 6,015 AADT 6,015



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
E ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH, NW            
WB                                      

 
Site Code: EWB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 18 72 14 76 32 100 * * * * * * 21 83
12:15 * * 23 86 22 82 14 95 * * * * * * 20 88
12:30 * * 11 88 11 89 17 95 * * * * * * 13 91
12:45 * * 18 72 14 82 9 78 * * * * * * 14 77
01:00 * * 14 89 6 78 7 88 * * * * * * 9 85
01:15 * * 12 77 9 72 14 90 * * * * * * 12 80
01:30 * * 4 77 14 74 8 86 * * * * * * 9 79
01:45 * * 6 58 5 82 7 105 * * * * * * 6 82
02:00 * * 8 75 5 76 8 92 * * * * * * 7 81
02:15 * * 4 74 4 128 9 81 * * * * * * 6 94
02:30 * * 5 88 4 87 8 94 * * * * * * 6 90
02:45 * * 3 97 3 86 9 70 * * * * * * 5 84
03:00 * * 2 100 6 79 6 112 * * * * * * 5 97
03:15 * * 4 94 4 94 7 88 * * * * * * 5 92
03:30 * * 2 104 6 92 1 90 * * * * * * 3 95
03:45 * * 1 96 3 82 5 159 * * * * * * 3 112
04:00 * * 3 82 10 70 4 80 * * * * * * 6 77
04:15 * * 4 69 2 86 6 89 * * * * * * 4 81
04:30 * * 11 79 5 73 10 95 * * * * * * 9 82
04:45 * * 8 80 7 80 8 110 * * * * * * 8 90
05:00 * * 12 90 14 90 18 110 * * * * * * 15 97
05:15 * * 18 96 9 90 16 94 * * * * * * 14 93
05:30 * * 25 90 19 84 18 118 * * * * * * 21 97
05:45 * * 47 89 42 87 33 112 * * * * * * 41 96
06:00 * * 50 92 57 82 59 110 * * * * * * 55 95
06:15 * * 62 110 62 80 74 140 * * * * * * 66 110
06:30 * * 62 94 65 82 64 144 * * * * * * 64 107
06:45 * * 72 109 74 77 66 130 * * * * * * 71 105
07:00 * * 71 114 81 72 77 92 * * * * * * 76 93
07:15 * * 68 110 100 46 114 72 * * * * * * 94 76
07:30 * * 77 83 114 53 96 64 * * * * * * 96 67
07:45 * * 106 56 107 44 112 63 * * * * * * 108 54
08:00 * * 100 50 122 54 124 52 * * * * * * 115 52
08:15 * * 128 61 143 50 166 48 * * * * * * 146 53
08:30 * * 144 38 138 24 190 37 * * * * * * 157 33
08:45 * * 142 34 160 34 178 39 * * * * * * 160 36
09:00 * * 143 42 158 35 176 44 * * * * * * 159 40
09:15 * * 152 38 155 43 154 40 * * * * * * 154 40
09:30 * * 166 34 130 29 136 46 * * * * * * 144 36
09:45 * * 154 33 131 43 122 54 * * * * * * 136 43
10:00 * * 144 44 106 32 122 52 * * * * * * 124 43
10:15 * * 146 30 117 32 109 35 * * * * * * 124 32
10:30 * * 116 24 87 32 110 33 * * * * * * 104 30
10:45 * * 144 26 102 43 94 22 * * * * * * 113 30
11:00 * * 116 29 98 37 97 21 * * * * * * 104 29
11:15 * * 79 21 104 33 70 24 * * * * * * 84 26
11:30 * * 82 24 68 28 94 25 * * * * * * 81 26
11:45 * * 92 16 90 26 76 22 * * * * * * 86 21
Total 0 0 2879 3334 2807 3130 2954 3740 0 0 0 0 0 0 2883 3400
Day

Total 0 6213 5937 6694 0 0 0 6283

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 46.3% 53.7% 47.3% 52.7% 44.1% 55.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 45.9% 54.1%

 
Peak   09:15 06:15 08:30 02:15 08:15 06:00       08:30 06:00

Vol.   616 427 611 380 710 524       630 417
P.H.F.   0.928 0.936 0.955 0.742 0.934 0.824       0.984 0.931

  
ADT ADT 6,281 AADT 6,281



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
F ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH, NW            
EB                                      

 
Site Code: FEB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 4 37 6 26 2 42 * * * * * * 4 35
12:15 * * 1 32 5 40 5 30 * * * * * * 4 34
12:30 * * 3 30 1 18 5 28 * * * * * * 3 25
12:45 * * 2 41 0 31 3 40 * * * * * * 2 37
01:00 * * 1 36 6 34 3 42 * * * * * * 3 37
01:15 * * 1 52 3 41 1 34 * * * * * * 2 42
01:30 * * 2 28 2 36 4 22 * * * * * * 3 29
01:45 * * 3 34 2 49 2 30 * * * * * * 2 38
02:00 * * 2 23 1 35 7 18 * * * * * * 3 25
02:15 * * 0 34 1 29 1 28 * * * * * * 1 30
02:30 * * 2 36 1 18 2 19 * * * * * * 2 24
02:45 * * 1 27 1 32 1 32 * * * * * * 1 30
03:00 * * 1 28 5 29 1 24 * * * * * * 2 27
03:15 * * 1 42 2 27 1 27 * * * * * * 1 32
03:30 * * 3 40 2 24 2 46 * * * * * * 2 37
03:45 * * 2 63 1 28 3 56 * * * * * * 2 49
04:00 * * 1 39 2 32 1 50 * * * * * * 1 40
04:15 * * 3 47 3 30 1 44 * * * * * * 2 40
04:30 * * 5 44 2 11 5 62 * * * * * * 4 39
04:45 * * 2 69 5 39 4 53 * * * * * * 4 54
05:00 * * 8 40 12 26 5 50 * * * * * * 8 39
05:15 * * 7 52 9 27 8 40 * * * * * * 8 40
05:30 * * 24 50 15 22 24 70 * * * * * * 21 47
05:45 * * 22 38 15 32 19 62 * * * * * * 19 44
06:00 * * 17 47 32 28 19 60 * * * * * * 23 45
06:15 * * 28 54 23 22 38 62 * * * * * * 30 46
06:30 * * 33 60 48 24 37 50 * * * * * * 39 45
06:45 * * 22 44 46 19 44 38 * * * * * * 37 34
07:00 * * 33 41 38 18 34 28 * * * * * * 35 29
07:15 * * 59 32 43 6 42 23 * * * * * * 48 20
07:30 * * 42 28 38 10 48 12 * * * * * * 43 17
07:45 * * 42 8 53 9 64 10 * * * * * * 53 9
08:00 * * 55 14 73 12 69 9 * * * * * * 66 12
08:15 * * 42 15 61 6 59 8 * * * * * * 54 10
08:30 * * 48 14 73 5 50 21 * * * * * * 57 13
08:45 * * 53 27 73 13 66 20 * * * * * * 64 20
09:00 * * 63 16 60 7 48 18 * * * * * * 57 14
09:15 * * 56 16 40 11 44 23 * * * * * * 47 17
09:30 * * 54 26 50 11 46 25 * * * * * * 50 21
09:45 * * 61 20 45 8 40 16 * * * * * * 49 15
10:00 * * 49 11 48 14 40 10 * * * * * * 46 12
10:15 * * 58 8 35 8 48 15 * * * * * * 47 10
10:30 * * 64 10 34 12 44 16 * * * * * * 47 13
10:45 * * 40 7 44 5 46 13 * * * * * * 43 8
11:00 * * 45 6 36 7 58 10 * * * * * * 46 8
11:15 * * 46 9 28 3 80 6 * * * * * * 51 6
11:30 * * 40 7 34 8 58 7 * * * * * * 44 7
11:45 * * 54 19 25 7 53 10 * * * * * * 44 12
Total 0 0 1205 1501 1182 989 1285 1459 0 0 0 0 0 0 1224 1317
Day

Total 0 2706 2171 2744 0 0 0 2541

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 44.5% 55.5% 54.4% 45.6% 46.8% 53.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 48.2% 51.8%

 
Peak   09:00 04:45 08:00 01:15 11:00 05:30       08:00 05:30

Vol.   234 211 280 161 249 254       241 182
P.H.F.   0.914 0.764 0.959 0.821 0.778 0.907       0.913 0.843

  
ADT ADT 2,540 AADT 2,540



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
F ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH, NW            
WB                                      

 
Site Code: FWB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 4 54 19 25 7 53 * * * * * * 10 44
12:15 * * 4 37 6 26 2 42 * * * * * * 4 35
12:30 * * 1 32 5 40 5 30 * * * * * * 4 34
12:45 * * 3 30 1 18 5 28 * * * * * * 3 25
01:00 * * 2 41 0 31 3 40 * * * * * * 2 37
01:15 * * 1 36 6 34 3 42 * * * * * * 3 37
01:30 * * 1 52 3 41 1 34 * * * * * * 2 42
01:45 * * 2 28 2 36 4 22 * * * * * * 3 29
02:00 * * 3 34 2 49 2 30 * * * * * * 2 38
02:15 * * 2 23 1 35 7 18 * * * * * * 3 25
02:30 * * 0 34 1 29 1 28 * * * * * * 1 30
02:45 * * 2 36 1 18 2 19 * * * * * * 2 24
03:00 * * 1 27 1 32 1 32 * * * * * * 1 30
03:15 * * 1 28 5 29 1 24 * * * * * * 2 27
03:30 * * 1 42 2 27 1 27 * * * * * * 1 32
03:45 * * 3 40 2 24 2 46 * * * * * * 2 37
04:00 * * 2 63 1 28 3 56 * * * * * * 2 49
04:15 * * 1 39 2 32 1 50 * * * * * * 1 40
04:30 * * 3 47 3 30 1 44 * * * * * * 2 40
04:45 * * 5 44 2 11 5 62 * * * * * * 4 39
05:00 * * 2 69 5 39 4 53 * * * * * * 4 54
05:15 * * 8 40 12 26 5 50 * * * * * * 8 39
05:30 * * 7 52 9 27 8 40 * * * * * * 8 40
05:45 * * 24 50 15 22 24 70 * * * * * * 21 47
06:00 * * 22 38 15 32 19 62 * * * * * * 19 44
06:15 * * 17 47 32 28 19 60 * * * * * * 23 45
06:30 * * 28 54 23 22 38 62 * * * * * * 30 46
06:45 * * 33 60 48 24 37 50 * * * * * * 39 45
07:00 * * 22 44 46 19 44 38 * * * * * * 37 34
07:15 * * 33 41 38 18 34 28 * * * * * * 35 29
07:30 * * 59 32 43 6 42 23 * * * * * * 48 20
07:45 * * 42 28 38 10 48 12 * * * * * * 43 17
08:00 * * 42 8 53 9 64 10 * * * * * * 53 9
08:15 * * 55 14 73 12 69 9 * * * * * * 66 12
08:30 * * 42 15 61 6 59 8 * * * * * * 54 10
08:45 * * 48 14 73 5 50 21 * * * * * * 57 13
09:00 * * 53 27 73 13 66 20 * * * * * * 64 20
09:15 * * 63 16 60 7 48 18 * * * * * * 57 14
09:30 * * 56 16 40 11 44 23 * * * * * * 47 17
09:45 * * 54 26 50 11 46 25 * * * * * * 50 21
10:00 * * 61 20 45 8 40 16 * * * * * * 49 15
10:15 * * 49 11 48 14 40 10 * * * * * * 46 12
10:30 * * 58 8 35 8 48 15 * * * * * * 47 10
10:45 * * 64 10 34 12 44 16 * * * * * * 47 13
11:00 * * 40 7 44 5 46 13 * * * * * * 43 8
11:15 * * 45 6 36 7 58 10 * * * * * * 46 8
11:30 * * 46 9 28 3 80 6 * * * * * * 51 6
11:45 * * 40 7 34 8 58 7 * * * * * * 44 7
Total 0 0 1155 1536 1176 1007 1239 1502 0 0 0 0 0 0 1190 1349
Day

Total 0 2691 2183 2741 0 0 0 2539

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 42.9% 57.1% 53.9% 46.1% 45.2% 54.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 46.9% 53.1%

 
Peak   09:15 05:00 08:15 01:30 08:15 05:45       08:15 05:45

Vol.   234 211 280 161 244 254       241 182
P.H.F.   0.914 0.764 0.959 0.821 0.763 0.907       0.913 0.843

  
ADT ADT 2,538 AADT 2,538



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINTON, DC                           
G ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH, NW            
EB                                      

 
Site Code: GEB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 5 30 4 23 6 54 * * * * * * 5 36
12:15 * * 4 41 2 26 4 32 * * * * * * 3 33
12:30 * * 1 38 3 22 2 44 * * * * * * 2 35
12:45 * * 1 44 4 30 4 33 * * * * * * 3 36
01:00 * * 4 36 2 46 2 45 * * * * * * 3 42
01:15 * * 2 44 1 29 1 48 * * * * * * 1 40
01:30 * * 1 44 4 35 0 34 * * * * * * 2 38
01:45 * * 0 36 0 42 2 32 * * * * * * 1 37
02:00 * * 1 35 1 40 1 38 * * * * * * 1 38
02:15 * * 2 36 0 44 1 38 * * * * * * 1 39
02:30 * * 0 46 2 51 4 44 * * * * * * 2 47
02:45 * * 1 41 0 47 1 45 * * * * * * 1 44
03:00 * * 0 50 1 40 2 44 * * * * * * 1 45
03:15 * * 2 31 0 48 2 52 * * * * * * 1 44
03:30 * * 0 42 3 31 0 62 * * * * * * 1 45
03:45 * * 1 45 2 50 2 91 * * * * * * 2 62
04:00 * * 0 50 2 36 3 77 * * * * * * 2 54
04:15 * * 1 61 1 43 0 90 * * * * * * 1 65
04:30 * * 4 60 0 49 3 88 * * * * * * 2 66
04:45 * * 5 64 2 46 7 80 * * * * * * 5 63
05:00 * * 7 58 12 28 4 84 * * * * * * 8 57
05:15 * * 14 56 6 42 9 88 * * * * * * 10 62
05:30 * * 9 42 18 24 14 65 * * * * * * 14 44
05:45 * * 12 37 7 34 8 66 * * * * * * 9 46
06:00 * * 16 40 18 20 24 67 * * * * * * 19 42
06:15 * * 19 50 16 32 18 55 * * * * * * 18 46
06:30 * * 24 52 21 30 20 56 * * * * * * 22 46
06:45 * * 20 69 24 28 20 62 * * * * * * 21 53
07:00 * * 33 68 30 24 28 49 * * * * * * 30 47
07:15 * * 30 50 38 20 32 46 * * * * * * 33 39
07:30 * * 53 48 35 12 31 31 * * * * * * 40 30
07:45 * * 48 44 44 9 46 17 * * * * * * 46 23
08:00 * * 44 40 38 10 45 16 * * * * * * 42 22
08:15 * * 48 18 44 7 58 17 * * * * * * 50 14
08:30 * * 38 18 62 7 45 7 * * * * * * 48 11
08:45 * * 31 11 40 6 48 9 * * * * * * 40 9
09:00 * * 27 7 41 2 49 10 * * * * * * 39 6
09:15 * * 50 16 51 7 43 14 * * * * * * 48 12
09:30 * * 36 21 40 6 38 17 * * * * * * 38 15
09:45 * * 35 36 35 11 27 27 * * * * * * 32 25
10:00 * * 37 30 34 8 34 40 * * * * * * 35 26
10:15 * * 45 26 36 9 32 21 * * * * * * 38 19
10:30 * * 50 13 42 6 42 13 * * * * * * 45 11
10:45 * * 36 15 32 6 42 9 * * * * * * 37 10
11:00 * * 40 6 32 3 41 18 * * * * * * 38 9
11:15 * * 32 6 34 3 37 9 * * * * * * 34 6
11:30 * * 34 3 23 1 39 7 * * * * * * 32 4
11:45 * * 36 3 40 4 41 10 * * * * * * 39 6
Total 0 0 939 1757 927 1177 962 2001 0 0 0 0 0 0 945 1649
Day

Total 0 2696 2104 2963 0 0 0 2594

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 34.8% 65.2% 44.1% 55.9% 32.5% 67.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 36.4% 63.6%

 
Peak   07:30 04:15 08:30 02:30 08:15 03:45       07:45 04:15

Vol.   193 243 194 186 200 346       186 251
P.H.F.   0.910 0.880 0.782 0.912 0.862 0.951       0.930 0.951

  
ADT ADT 2,588 AADT 2,588



Progressive Engineering Technologies, Inc
6660-H Dobbin Rd

Columbia, MD 21045
410-381-1995

 
 
                                        
WASHINGTON, DC                          
G ST BETWEEN 4TH AND 5TH,NW             
WB                                      

 
Site Code: GWB

Station ID: 

Latitude: 0' 0.000 Undefined

Page 1

Start 06-Oct-03 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Average  Day
Time A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M. A.M. P.M.
12:00 * * 9 54 18 64 19 84 * * * * * * 15 67
12:15 * * 4 62 10 60 7 65 * * * * * * 7 62
12:30 * * 5 75 6 54 10 56 * * * * * * 7 62
12:45 * * 5 84 7 64 5 61 * * * * * * 6 70
01:00 * * 1 74 5 44 4 52 * * * * * * 3 57
01:15 * * 4 76 7 56 0 58 * * * * * * 4 63
01:30 * * 2 50 2 62 7 75 * * * * * * 4 62
01:45 * * 7 54 8 52 10 52 * * * * * * 8 53
02:00 * * 3 51 0 64 3 52 * * * * * * 2 56
02:15 * * 8 44 2 68 6 52 * * * * * * 5 55
02:30 * * 3 58 1 56 0 52 * * * * * * 1 55
02:45 * * 2 56 4 57 2 49 * * * * * * 3 54
03:00 * * 3 58 2 57 2 57 * * * * * * 2 57
03:15 * * 1 49 3 50 2 53 * * * * * * 2 51
03:30 * * 3 75 0 78 0 60 * * * * * * 1 71
03:45 * * 6 67 2 68 5 78 * * * * * * 4 71
04:00 * * 0 62 6 64 3 76 * * * * * * 3 67
04:15 * * 5 70 1 59 9 69 * * * * * * 5 66
04:30 * * 12 102 9 62 3 83 * * * * * * 8 82
04:45 * * 12 64 18 60 14 71 * * * * * * 15 65
05:00 * * 22 90 14 70 16 52 * * * * * * 17 71
05:15 * * 18 68 26 44 31 74 * * * * * * 25 62
05:30 * * 12 62 28 58 26 72 * * * * * * 22 64
05:45 * * 34 54 34 52 32 62 * * * * * * 33 56
06:00 * * 44 64 20 63 31 78 * * * * * * 32 68
06:15 * * 33 58 50 49 30 56 * * * * * * 38 54
06:30 * * 31 78 31 42 28 60 * * * * * * 30 60
06:45 * * 30 94 50 37 40 75 * * * * * * 40 69
07:00 * * 45 80 46 38 45 52 * * * * * * 45 57
07:15 * * 62 73 45 20 54 37 * * * * * * 54 43
07:30 * * 48 66 58 36 63 40 * * * * * * 56 47
07:45 * * 46 40 63 37 58 30 * * * * * * 56 36
08:00 * * 56 32 56 14 51 28 * * * * * * 54 25
08:15 * * 62 23 52 14 62 20 * * * * * * 59 19
08:30 * * 52 26 59 13 78 23 * * * * * * 63 21
08:45 * * 56 25 91 26 83 30 * * * * * * 77 27
09:00 * * 50 54 62 30 75 15 * * * * * * 62 33
09:15 * * 72 48 57 12 56 30 * * * * * * 62 30
09:30 * * 70 83 64 16 68 54 * * * * * * 67 51
09:45 * * 54 56 64 16 54 56 * * * * * * 57 43
10:00 * * 78 76 60 27 61 26 * * * * * * 66 43
10:15 * * 78 57 56 25 50 22 * * * * * * 61 35
10:30 * * 76 24 43 18 48 24 * * * * * * 56 22
10:45 * * 51 24 64 22 50 16 * * * * * * 55 21
11:00 * * 60 16 49 20 82 14 * * * * * * 64 17
11:15 * * 60 4 42 15 58 14 * * * * * * 53 11
11:30 * * 90 12 56 14 68 12 * * * * * * 71 13
11:45 * * 54 10 44 10 68 6 * * * * * * 55 9
Total 0 0 1539 2682 1495 2037 1577 2333 0 0 0 0 0 0 1535 2353
Day

Total 0 4221 3532 3910 0 0 0 3888

%
Splits 0.0% 0.0% 36.5% 63.5% 42.3% 57.7% 40.3% 59.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 39.5% 60.5%

 
Peak   09:45 04:15 08:45 03:30 08:15 03:45       08:45 03:45

Vol.   286 326 274 269 298 306       268 286
P.H.F.   0.794 0.799 0.753 0.862 0.898 0.911       0.870 0.872

  
ADT ADT 3,888 AADT 3,888
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Appendix C: 
Master Plan Traffic Data 

 
 

Source: Judiciary Square Master Plan
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Appendix D:  Interagency Coordination 
 

The Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study was conducted in a 
highly collaborative manner.  Under the direction of the District of Columbia 
Department of Transportation (DDOT), a Study Advisory Committee (SAC) was 
assembled.  This committee was comprised of representatives from the principal 
agencies and organizations located within the study area and other agencies with 
transportation and security responsibilities that affected the study area.  The 
membership of that committee is shown in the Introduction and Overview 
Section of the project report. 
 
DDOT worked with the SAC to develop the scope of work that was subsequently 
carried out with the assistance of HNTB Corporation.  The SAC convened three 
formal meetings to review progress and direction of the study.  DDOT and their 
consultants shared information and requested guidance in interpreting data, 
formulating potential solutions to issues identified, and final recommendations. 
 
Meetings were conducted on: 
 
• September 26 – Review of scope and identification of principal issues 
• November 6 – Review of existing conditions and direction for formulating 

potential solutions 
• December 18 – Review of potential solutions 
 
Subsequent to the third SAC meeting, the Study Team convened a series of four 
working group meetings to investigate whole categories of recommendations.  
The working group included representatives of those agencies and organizations 
with a direct interest in the particular topic.  All representatives expressing an 
interest in attending were invited to participate. 
 
The first such working group examined the DC Courts Master Plan 
recommendations in light of the current project.  Central to that meeting was a 
discussion of the configuration of Indiana Avenue and E Street.  Security 
barriers, pedestrian circulation, and service access were also discussed. 
 
The second working group examined C Street.  The treatment of C Street, NW 
was reviewed.  Of particular interest was the future operational plan for C Street 
after the Prettyman Courthouse extension is completed. 
 
The third working group considered the family of parking and on-street loading 
issues in Judiciary Square.  Permitting, parking supply, and enforcement were 
included in the discussion. 
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The fourth working group assessed alternative means of improving security in 
the study area.  Discussion focused on communication between agencies and 
extending building security to the areas surrounding each building. 
 
Many smaller meetings were convened between members of the Study Team and 
individual agencies within DDOT and the District Government at large.  
Working with agency experts, the Study Team was able to more fully develop or 
alternatively, eliminate from further consideration, several potential solutions. 
 
The recommendations contained within the final report therefore, represent a 
consensus among the various participants and affected parties.   
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Appendix E:  Potential Solutions Summary 
 

The Study Team, in cooperation with the Study Advisory Committee and other 
agencies and organizations, developed the following list of potential solutions to 
the deficiencies in transportation and security within the study area.  
Descriptions of the initial concepts follow this list. 
 
Parking 
 

P-1. Rationalize curbside use 
P-2. Centralize secure parking permits 
P-3. Improve parking enforcement 
P-4. Simplify signing 
P-5. Construct parking for MPD 
P-6. Ban general parking in front of DMV  
P-7. Bus police officers for court appearances 
P-8. Construct off-site official vehicle parking with shuttle service 
P-9. Broadcast lack of parking in Judiciary Square 

 
Loading 
 

L-1. Reserve on-street loading zones 
L-2. Improve loading docks 
L-3. Coordinate loading zone activities 
L-4. Distribute schedules for delivery 
L-5. Set aside curbside passenger loading zones for shuttle services 

 
Vehicular Traffic 
 

V-1. Coordinate traffic signals 
V-2. Install overheight detectors 
V-3. Improve quality of control at entrances 
V-4. Install signal at Fourth and D Streets 
V-5. Close east end of C Street 
V-6. Manage traffic operations during construction 
V-7. Provide for temporary street closures 

 
General 
 

G-1. Relocate curbs on Indiana Ave and E Street 
G-2. DC Courts Master Plan improvements (disaggregate) 
G-3. Construct wall in John Marshall Park 
G-4. Review perimeter security for all buildings 
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G-5. Transfer certain public service activities to other locations  
 
Foot Traffic 
 

F-1. Create pedestrian route through the study core  
F-2. Repair / replace wheelchair ramps 

 
 
Security 
 

S-1. Coordinate between agencies and organizations 
S-2. Establish security protocols 
S-3. Improve communications between security departments 

 
Transit 
 

T-1. Support the Downtown Circulator plan with routes on E, F, and 
Seventh Streets. 

T-2. Adopt uniform bus stop amenities on E Street. 
 
Bicycles 
 

B-1. Adopt a uniform bicycle rack design for the study area.  Install bike 
racks at all public buildings. 

B-2. Support the addition of bike lanes on E Street. 
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Introduction 
 
This document outlines thirty-six potential solutions to transportation and 
security issued identified in Judiciary Square.   The alternatives are 
organized into eight categories: 
 

• Parking 
• Loading 
• Vehicular 
• General 
• Pedestrian 
• Security 
• Transit 
• Bicycles 

 
The complex interaction of transportation, security, and the day-to-day 
activities within Judiciary Square does not lend itself to a single solution.  
None of the alternatives described in this document standing on its own 
would make much progress toward addressing the transportation and 
security needs of the study area.  Many of the potential solutions would need 
to be implemented in concert in order to work.  Some solutions contradict 
one another, and so at most one of these should be implemented.  Packages 
of solutions, drawn from the alternatives here, can be implemented to 
address the issues in Judiciary Square. 
 
The description of each alternative is organized as a table.  Each table: 
 

• explains the issue needing attention 
• describes the potential solution 
• lists agencies to be involved in decisions and implementation 
• outlines advantages and disadvantages 
• identifies other actions that would support or detract 
• proposes a plan for continued study, design, and/or implementation. 

 
The color in the upper right corner of each table documents the ultimate 
disposition of the alternative as decided by the Study Advisory Committee.  
Green indicates the solution was recommended for implementation, red 
means the solution was rejected, and yellow signifies solutions the 
committee will examine further on its own.
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 Alternative Action:   
Rationalize Curbside Use PP--11  

 
Issue:  Current parking regulations do not meet the needs of official vehicles or the 
general public.  Agency parking is scattered across the study area and is 
inadequate for current needs. 
 
Description: The 
Judiciary Square Study 
Area contains 
approximately 835 
curbside spaces.    
Approximately 684 
spaces are designated 
for the general public 
while 7 are designated 
as handicapped.  The 
remaining 144 spaces 
are assigned under 
various permits to public 
agencies.  The number 
of spaces available for 
each agency and the 
locations of those 
spaces are not ideal.  
On-street parking 
should be reorganized 
to better meet the 
needs of the affected 
agencies and the 
general public.  
 
 

Responsible Agency: 
District Department of Transportation 

Participating Agencies: 
U.S. Marshals Service, Metropolitan 
Police Department, District and Federal 
Courts, Mental Health/Development 
Disability Agency. 

Advantages to Proposed Action: 
1. Eliminate the need for official 

vehicles to park in public parking 
spaces. 

2. Ensure sufficient on-street parking 
for all relevant agencies consistent 
with expectations. 

3. Increase respect for parking 
regulations by matching regulations 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Reduction in on-street public parking 

may be met with resistance. 
2.  
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to actual practices. 
4. Encourage use of alternative modes 

by reducing on-street public parking. 
Associated Actions: 
• Centralization of secure parking 

permits 
• Improved parking enforcement 
• Simplify and clarify signing 

Conflicting Actions: 
• Constructing off-street parking for 

official use may eliminate need for 
providing additional official-use on-
street spaces. 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Consult with DPW on feasibility of redesignating parking. 
2. Consult with U.S. Attorneys Office regarding their understanding of an 

agreement that gives all federal agencies 4 on-street spaces. 
3. Consult with US Marshals Service, MPD, and District and Federal Courts 

regarding parking needs and use of on-street spaces. 
Post-Study 
1. Develop curb use plan providing requisite reserved spaces. 
2. Redesignate parking (with signage) through DPW and DDOT Curbside 

Management 
3. Announce and educate. 
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Alternative Action:   
Create system of centralized and secure 
parking permits 

PP--22  
 

Issue: A variety of parking permits (or substitutes for parking permits) are being 
used for official vehicles.  The legitimacy of the permits is difficult to verify.  
Consequently, cars parked in official parking spaces located close to sensitive 
buildings may pose a security risk.  Without a secure permit, counterfeits may be 
produced.  The difficulty in distinguishing between official and unofficial parkers 
makes enforcement difficult and ineffective. 
 
Description: This alternative action proposes that a common permit be issued for 
all on-street official parking within Judiciary Square.  Under a centralized approach, 
the issuing agency would distribute a fixed number of permits to each participating 
agency which, in turn, would distribute the permits to eligible employees.  Parking 
permits would be designed to discourage duplication, would have control numbers 
that are issued to individuals are agencies, and would have expiration dates.  Lost 
permits would be reported and violation of the provisions of use would result in 
sanctions. 
Responsible Agency: 
Either a central clearing house (e.g., 
DDOT) or coordination between those 
agencies using on-street, restricted 
spaces. 

Participating Agencies: 
DDOT, Courts, MPD, US Marshals 
Service, DPW - Parking Services 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Assists in matching parking 

permission to parking supply. 
2. Simplifies enforcement.  
3. Improves security by allowing 

verification of curbside vehicles. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Requires periodic updates of 

permits. 

Associated Actions: 
• Rationalizing curb use.   
• Enforcement. 

Conflicting Actions: 
1. Relocating official parking into a 

new garage or an off-site lot may 
make this alternative action 
redundant. 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with Parking Services to explore how this could be implemented. 
Post-Study 
1. Identify which agencies require permits and how many they need. 
2. Design permit. 
3. Print permits. 
4. Distribute permits to agencies.  Agencies will be responsible for distributing 

permits to their own employees. 
5. Educate employees on the rules governing permit use. 
6. Enforce. 
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Alternative Action:   
Improve parking enforcement 
 

PP--33 

 
Issue:  Double parking is frequently practiced in Judiciary Square.  Parking 
permits are inconsistent and unverifiable.  Frequently police armbands and 
patches are used as substitutes for legitimate parking permits.  Parked vehicles 
are often found blocking curb cuts and crosswalks.  Because many parking 
violations are by law enforcement officers, enforcement is reluctantly undertaken, if 
at all. 
Description: This alternative action proposes improved enforcement of parking 
regulations within Judiciary Square.  Ticketing and towing of illegally parked 
vehicles should be increased.  Booting can also be used for vehicles not interfering 
with a travel way and not posing a security risk.  All cars without official plates 
located in “official parking only” spaces should be ticketed.   
 
A separate parking enforcement agency could also be established to control 
parking in the Judiciary Square Study Area. 
Responsible Agency: 
DPW – Parking Services 

Participating Agencies: 
MPD, U.S. Marshals Service, DDOT. 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces parking violations which 

impede vehicular and pedestrian 
flows. 

2. Improves security by removing 
unverifiable vehicles from the 
curbside.  

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Potential for ill-will among law 

enforcement agencies. 

Associated Actions: 
7. Rationalizing curb use.   
8. Centralizing secure permits. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with Parking Services to explore how this could be implemented. 
Post-Study 
1. Identify single agency to be responsible for parking enforcement within the 

study area. 
2. Educate employees on parking regulations. 
3. Enforce, using ticketing and towing. 
 



P
ar

ki
ng

 
  Potential Solutions 

 
Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study 7 

 December 2003 

Alternative Action:   
Simplify signing regulating on-street parking 
 

PP--44 

Issue:  The Judiciary Square study area has approximately 46 different signed 
restrictions for on-street parking.  This is unnecessarily complex and can be greatly 
simplified.  Many restrictions differ from each other only slightly. 
Description: This alternative action proposes to reduce the number of restrictions 
to eight.  Signing will be replaced with panels with simple, clear legends.  The 
District should consider painting curbs to indicate no parking areas. 
The eight proposed parking regulations are: 
1. Unrestricted 
2. No Parking [for example at fire hydrants, curb cuts, FBI buildings] 
3. No Parking or Standing – Loading Zone 
4. No Parking or Standing – Bus/Shuttle Stop 
5. No Parking – 7:00 – 9:30, 16:00 – 18:30 Mon-Fri 
6. Permit Parking – Cars with government tags only – 7:00 – 18:30 Mon-Fri 
7. Reserved – Handicapped Parking Only 
8. Two-Hour Metered Parking [can be paired with #5 or #7] 
 
Responsible Agency: 
The District Department of 
Transportation – Curbside Management 

Participating Agencies: 
Department of Public Works – Parking 
Enforcement 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Improves compliance with parking 

regulations.  

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1.  

Associated Actions: 
Requires enforcement of parking 
regulations.  This alternative action goes 
hand-in-hand with rationalizing curbside 
use. 

Conflicting Actions: 
If an underground parking garage is 
constructed for official vehicles, 
regulation #6 becomes redundant. 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Discuss with DDOT – Curbside Management  
Post-Study 
1. Identify the needed restrictions. 
2. Develop plan (map) of new curbside zones as part of rationalizing curbside 

use. 
3. Adopt the plan. 
4. Fund. 
5. Replace the signing. 
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Alternative Action:   
Construct parking for MPD 
 

PP--55 

Issue: There are fewer on-street spaces reserved for police officers attending 
court than needed.  Furthermore, without uniform, verifiable permits it is difficult to 
determine whether vehicles are parked legally.  In general, on-street parking is in 
disarray, and this alternative action will help provide some organization.  Parking is 
needed for police officers in official and private cars. 
Description:  The Courts 
Master Plan proposed the 
construction of an underground 
parking garage east of the Old 
City Hall and across Fourth 
Street from One Judiciary 
Square.  This alternative action 
proposes dedicating that 
parking for law enforcement 
officers (including MPD and 
U.S. Marshals Service) who are 
making court appearances.  
The garage would have the 
following features: 
• Access-controlled so that 

vehicle occupants’ 
credentials could be 
checked and the vehicles 
inspected. 

• Access to the garage would 
be from Fourth Street.  The 
entrance should be 
designed to minimize 
queuing onto Fourth Street 
during the a.m. peak. 

• A footprint of 180 ft by 195 ft with three underground levels should provide a 
maximum of 300 spaces.  This is approximately double the present amount of 
on-street parking reserved for police, U.S. Marshals, and official government 
vehicles. 

The surface would be restored as a landscaped public space.  Ventilation stacks 
should be sensitively placed to minimize impacts on views and interference with 
pedestrian ways. 
Responsible Agency: 
Metropolitan Police Department should 
be the lead agency, with support from 
the U.S. Marshals Service and the 
District Courts. 

Participating Agencies: 
The National Capital Planning 
Commission has approval authority 
over this project.   The Commission on 
Fine Arts and the DC State Historic 
Preservation Officer have oversight 
roles as well. 
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Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Provides parking for which there is 

high demand 
2. Improves security by allowing 

verification and inspection of parked 
vehicles 

3. Improves security and traffic flow by 
allowing the elimination of on-street 
parking 

 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Cost (approximately $9-10M for 

construction) that is unrecoverable 
by user parking fees 

2. Disruption to the public space 
3. Potential induced traffic congestion 

on Fourth Street by concentrating 
parking 

Associated Actions: 
Implement interim measures such as 
parking enforcement, centralizing 
parking permits, and providing off-site 
parking for official vehicles. 

Conflicting Actions: 
Permanent off-site parking for official 
vehicles with shuttles to the courts 
would render the present alternative 
action redundant. 

Action Plan: 
1. Proceed with detailed feasibility analysis to identify costs, funding mechanisms, 

and revenue streams. 
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Alternative Action:   
Ban or convert public parking in front of 
Department of Motor Vehicles (Henry J Daly 
Building) 

PP--66  
 

Issue: Short-term, metered 
parking is designated along 
the north side of C Street, 
NW.  This parking is 
intended for use by DMV 
customers and others 
having business in the 
Municipal Building.  
Because of the lack of 
enforcement, this parking is 
being used by employees in the study area and others, preventing DMV customers 
from taking advantage of the parking.  In addition, the presence of public parking in 
close proximity to the Federal Courthouse creates an unnecessary risk to 
occupants of both the Federal Courthouse and the Municipal Building. 

Parking Restrictions in Front of the Henry J Daly 
Building 

 
Number of Spaces 

(or equivalent) 
Parking Restriction 

4 4-hour metered motorcycle 
parking 

32 2-hour metered parking 
1 No parking/no standing 
7 Loading zone 

Description:  In the approximately 175 feet of the north side of C Street, NW, 
between 3rd Street, NW and John Marshall Park, lie approximately 44 parking 
spaces.  Spaces are designated as shown in the above table.  These parking 
spaces should be eliminated or alternatively, turned over to MPD and the U.S. 
Marshals Service for their use. 
Responsible Agency: 
The DC Department of Transportation - 
Curbside Management, DPW - Parking 
Services Division, Metropolitan Police 
Department.  

Participating Agencies: 
Department of Motor Vehicles, U.S. 
Marshals Service  

Advantages to Proposed Action: 
1. Removes private vehicles from 

potential hazard in front of the E. 
Barrett Prettyman Federal 
Courthouse.  Any attack on judges, 
witnesses, and prisoners at the 
Federal Courthouse could pose a risk 
to individuals on the north side of the 
street. 

2. Parking appears not to be used 
primarily by DMV customers.  
Elimination of parking would reduce 
expectations to be considered with 
the realities of the limited parking 
supply in the vicinity of the DMV. 

3. Parking could be reassigned to 
Official Vehicles for which there 
appears to be a significant shortage. 

Disadvantage of Proposed Action: 
1. Inability to park private vehicles at 

the DMV violates customer 
expectations. 
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Associated Actions: 
1. Increase enforcement to ensure that 

curb space is not used by 
unauthorized vehicles. 

2. Increase public awareness of lack of 
parking in the Judiciary Square Area 
and to take public transportation. 

3. Advise DMV customers of services 
available at other DMV locations. 

4. Relocating some public functions 
away from this DMV location will ease 
parking demand. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None. 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Conduct license plate survey of DMV parking.  Note permitted vehicles 

separately. 
2. Contact DPW on rules regarding parking restrictions and enforcement. 
Post-Study 
1. Meet with stakeholders to resolve. 
2. Implement by changing signage on C Street as part of any C Street 

reconfiguration. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Bus police officers for court appearances 
 

PP--77 

Issue:  There are fewer on-street spaces reserved for police officers attending 
court than needed.  As a result police officers park in crosswalks and occasionally 
double park.   
Description:  An agreement between MPD and the police officers’ union grants 
police officers free parking in the Judiciary Square area for their court 
appearances.  Bringing large numbers of private single-occupancy vehicles to 
Judiciary Square and trying to park them results in traffic disruptions and chaotic 
curbside conditions.  This alternative action proposes reducing reserved police 
parking in Judiciary Square and replacing it with a shuttle system that collects 
officers from the various precincts and/or and off-site lot and brings them to 
Judiciary Square for their court appearances.   

Responsible Agency: 
MPD 

Participating Agencies: 
DDOT 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces traffic congestion and 

parking issues in Judiciary Square 
2. Improves security by allowing the 

elimination of on-street parking close 
to sensitive buildings 

 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Operations cost requires funding 
2. Shuttle service will likely increase 

travel time to the courts for the 
officers 

3. Requires re-negotiating a provision 
in the union contract 
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Associated Actions: 
Implement interim measures such as 
parking enforcement and centralizing 
parking permits.  Curbside passenger 
loading zones would need to be 
reserved for safe and efficient operations 
of the shuttle service. 

Conflicting Actions: 
Constructing a parking garage for MPD 
within Judiciary Square would render 
the present alternative action 
redundant. 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with MPD to discuss feasibility and union policy  
2. Identify logical shuttle route(s). 
Post-Study 
3. Proceed with detailed feasibility analysis to identify costs, funding mechanisms, 

and revenue streams. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Construct off-site official vehicle parking 
with shuttle service 

PP--88 

Issue:  There are fewer on-street spaces reserved for official vehicles than 
needed.  As a result vehicles are found parked in crosswalks and occasionally 
double parked.   
Description:  An agreement between MPD and the police officers’ union grants 
police officers free parking in the Judiciary Square area for their court 
appearances.  Other officials such as the U.S. Marshals similarly are provided 
reserved on-street parking.  Bringing large numbers of private single-occupancy 
vehicles to Judiciary Square and trying to park them results in traffic disruptions 
and chaotic curbside conditions.  This alternative action proposes reducing 
reserved official vehicle parking in Judiciary Square and replacing it with off-site 
parking and a shuttle system between the parking area and Judiciary Square.  
 
Candidate sites need to be researched.  A rational shuttle route and schedule 
need to be determined as described in Alternative P-7. 
Responsible Agency: 
MPD  

Participating Agencies: 
DDOT, U.S. Marshals Service 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces traffic congestion and 

parking issues in Judiciary Square 
2. Improves security by allowing the 

elimination of on-street parking close 
to sensitive buildings 

 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Operations cost requires funding 
2. Identification of a suitable site 

nearby may be difficult 
3. Security must be provided at the 

site 
4. Shuttle service will likely increase 

travel time to the courts for the 
officers 

5. Requires re-negotiating a provision 
in the union contract 



P
ar

ki
ng

 
  Potential Solutions 

 
Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study 13 

 December 2003 

Associated Actions: 
Implement interim measures such as 
parking enforcement and centralizing 
parking permits.  Curbside passenger 
loading zones would need to be reserved 
for safe and efficient operations of the 
shuttle service. 

Conflicting Actions: 
Constructing a parking garage for MPD 
within Judiciary Square would render 
the present alternative action 
redundant. 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with MPD, Courts, US Marshals, and DDOT to discuss  
Post-Study 
1. Proceed with detailed feasibility analysis to identify costs, funding mechanisms, 

revenue streams, and a suitable site. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Broadcast the lack of parking in Judiciary 
Square 

PP--99 

Issue:  Parking at Judiciary Square is disorganized and regulations are frequently 
violated.  Activities such as double parking impede traffic flow and introduce 
security vulnerabilities.  
Description:  As parking in Judiciary Square (public and private, on-street and off-
street) is constrained and the number of spaces vastly smaller than the number of 
daily trips to the area, communicating the lack of parking is essential.  This 
alternative action contemplates a lead agency coordinating with all agencies 
present in Judiciary Square to disseminate information about the lack of parking 
and the availability of alternative travel modes.  Information needs to cater to 
employees and visitors alike. 

Responsible Agency: 
The District Department of 
Transportation 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, MPD, National Law 
Enforcement Museum, National 
Building Museum, Canadian Embassy, 
Newseum, DMV 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces traffic congestion and 

parking issues in Judiciary Square 
2. Improves mode share for alternative 

travel modes 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Securing a responsible lead agency 

may prove difficult. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 
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Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Steering committee to secure agreement with a responsible lead agency to 

take on the project. 
2. Meet with Parking Services. 
3. Implement immediately. 
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Alternative Action:   
Designate additional on-street loading zones 
 

LL--11 

Issue:  The vast majority of curbside in the study area is being used for parking, 
leaving little space for unloading goods from delivery vehicles.  As a result, 
frequently delivery vehicles block travel lanes during their unloading operations.  
These conditions are unsafe for delivery workers, tie up traffic, and pose a security 
risk. 
Description:  Curbside space is needed to allow delivery vehicles to load and 
unload without interfering with the travel way.  This alternative action proposes to 
set aside loading zones in strategic locations.   
Responsible Agency: 
The District Department of 
Transportation – Traffic Services 
Administration, Curbside Management 

Participating Agencies: 
DC Courts, Federal Courts, Office of 
Property Management 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces traffic congestion in 

Judiciary Square by removing 
stopped delivery vehicles from 
travelway. 

2. Improves safety for motorists and 
delivery workers. 

3. Improves security by reducing traffic 
congestion. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. The resulting reduction in on-street 

parking spaces may need to be 
mitigated by the construction of new 
off-street parking 

2. Requires labor for enforcement 

Associated Actions: 
Requires enforcement of no parking in 
loading zones.  Constructing off-street 
(including off-site) parking will ease the 
implementation of this alternative action.  
This alternative action goes hand-in-
hand with rationalizing curbside use. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with DDOT and stakeholders to discuss  
Post-Study 
1. Reach agreement on loading zone locations. 
2. Implement by installing signs, painting curbs, and removing parking meters. 
3. Enforce through ticketing and towing. 
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Alternative Action:   
Improve loading docks LL--22  

 
Issue:  At some study area buildings the loading docks have insufficient size or 
capacity to serve the needs of the facility.  For example, the loading dock may not 
be large enough for the types of vehicles making deliveries.  It may not have 
enough bays to for the number of vehicles that need to visit the facility at the same 
time.  These insufficiencies may cause delivery vehicles to queue in active travel 
lanes, creating vehicular delay and potentially posing security risks. 
Description: This alternative action calls for expansion of loading dock facilities to 
meet the requirements of the building and agency being served.  Each agency 
should review its loading dock to determine if the capacity is adequate.  If the 
capacity is lower than required, a higher capacity needs to be set and a feasibility 
study undertaken to determine if the loading dock can be sufficiently expanded.  It is 
possible that the loading dock cannot be sufficiently expanded, in which case 
operational changes should be made such as those in L-1 and L-3. 
Responsible Agency: 
General Services Administration, District 
Office of Property Management 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, DMV, MPD, 
U.S. Marshals Service. 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Improve security for buildings. 
2. Increase efficiency of loading 

operations. 
3. Reduce traffic congestion by reducing 

street blockages. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. No “one size fits all” solution. 
 
 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
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Alternative Action:   
Coordinate loading zone activities LL--33  

 
Issue:  Simultaneous deliveries at the same or adjacent buildings can block travel 
lanes, leading to vehicular delay.  This is of particular concern if delayed vehicles 
are carrying prisoners, defendants, witnesses, or jurors, as they have special 
security needs.   
Description:  This alternative action contemplates active coordination among 
Judiciary Square tenants and agencies for the scheduling of deliveries.  This 
requires delivery companies to schedule deliveries with the recipient agencies so 
that the information can be shared.  In this instance, deliveries would include tour 
groups being transported to venues such as the Newseum, National Law 
Enforcement Museum, and National Building Museum.  Coordination will help 
minimize impacts of loading zones on traffic and security.  Agencies responsible for 
transporting sensitive persons can target those drop-offs during times when no 
deliveries are scheduled.  Coordination may best be handled by telephone. 
Responsible Agency: 
No likely agency identified 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, MPD, National Law 
Enforcement Museum, National 
Building Museum, Canadian Embassy, 
Newseum 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces congestion due to delivery 

vehicles blocking travel lanes. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Loading zone schedules may 

contain sensitive information that 
agencies may be unwilling to share. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
This is a more active version of L-4.  If 
L-3 is implemented, L-4 is redundant. 

Action Plan: 
Study Advisory Committee should decide between alternatives L-3 and L-4 as to 
which works better for their needs.  It is possible that the study area can be divided 
into subareas in which L-3 is applied for some and L-4 is applied for others. 
Each participating agency should appoint and empower a staff person to act as 
coordinator.  This coordinator: 

• schedules loading zone activities at his or her agency’s building 
• contacts nearby agencies’ coordinator to inform them of times and durations 

of deliveries and to determine if conflicts may occur 
• keeps an up-to-date list of other agency coordinators 
• keeps a schedule of neighboring agency deliveries 
• reschedules deliveries at his or her own agency as needed 
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Alternative Action:   
Distribute schedules for deliveries LL--44  

 
Issue:  This alternative action addresses the same issue as L-3.  Simultaneous 
deliveries at the same or adjacent buildings can block travel lanes, leading to 
vehicular delay.  This is of particular concern if delayed vehicles are carrying 
prisoners, defendants, witnesses, or jurors.   
Description:  This alternative action is a more passive form of L-3.  It contemplates 
sharing among Judiciary Square tenants and agencies the schedules for deliveries.  
This requires delivery companies to schedule deliveries with the recipient agencies 
so that the information can be shared.  In this instance, deliveries would include tour 
groups being transported to venues such as the Newseum, National Law 
Enforcement Museum, and National Building Museum.  With shared delivery 
schedules, agencies can schedule their own deliveries so as not to interfere with 
neighboring facilities and street traffic.  Agencies responsible for transporting 
sensitive persons can target those drop-offs during times when no other deliveries 
are scheduled.  Sharing of schedules, being a passive activity as compared to full 
coordination, may best be done using email or fax. 
Responsible Agency: 
Emergency Management Agency or a 
committee of affected organizations 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, MPD, National Law 
Enforcement Museum, National 
Building Museum, Canadian Embassy, 
Newseum 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces congestion due to delivery 

vehicles blocking travel lanes. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Loading zone schedules may 

contain sensitive information that 
agencies may be unwilling to share. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
This is a passive version of L-3.  If L-3 
is implemented, L-4 is redundant. 

Action Plan: 
Study Advisory Committee should decide between alternatives L-3 and L-4 as to 
which works better for their needs.  It is possible that the study area can be divided 
into subareas in which L-3 is applied for some and L-4 is applied for others. 
Each participating agency should appoint and empower a staff person to act as 
scheduler.  This scheduler: 

• schedules loading zone activities at his or her agency’s building 
• faxes or emails loading schedule to nearby agencies’ schedulers 
• keeps an up-to-date list of other agency schedulers 
• reviews incoming schedules from neighboring agencies 
• reschedules deliveries at his or her own agency as needed 
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Alternative Action:   
Set aside curbside passenger loading zones 
for shuttles and emergency vehicles 

LL--55  
 

Issue:  The vast majority of curbside in the study area is being used for parking.  At 
the same time, shuttles and private vehicles are being used to discharge 
passengers at many locations within the study area.  These vehicles are unable to 
pull up to the curb in many instances, and as a result passengers are being 
discharged in active travel lanes.  These conditions are unsafe for passengers and 
drivers, tie up traffic, and pose a security risk. 
Description: Curbside space is needed to allow passenger shuttles, and private 
vehicles, and emergency vehicles to load and unload without interfering with the 
travel way.  This alternative action proposes to set aside passenger loading zones 
in strategic locations.  Not only will this be beneficial for traffic flow and passenger 
safety, it will also increase the viability and desirability of passenger shuttle service. 
Responsible Agency: 
The District Department of 
Transportation – Traffic Services 
Administration, Curbside Management 

Participating Agencies: 
DC Courts, Federal Courts, National 
Law Enforcement Museum, Newseum 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces traffic congestion in 

Judiciary Square 
2. Supports increasing shuttle services 
3. Improves safety 
4. Improves security  

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. The resulting reduction in on-street 

parking spaces may need to be 
mitigated by the construction of new 
off-street parking 

2. Requires labor for enforcement 
Associated Actions: 
Requires enforcement of no parking in 
loading zones.  Constructing off-street 
(including off-site) parking will ease the 
implementation of this alternative action.  
This alternative action goes hand-in-
hand with rationalizing curbside use. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with DDOT and stakeholders to discuss. 
Post-Study 
1. Reach agreement on loading zone locations. 
2. Implement by installing signs, painting curbs, and removing parking meters. 
3. Enforce through ticketing and towing. 
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Alternative Action:   
Periodically coordinate traffic signals 
throughout the study area. 

VV--11  
 

Issue:  Thirty-four intersections within the Judiciary Square study area are 
controlled by traffic signals.  Most signals operate under three timing plans, 
depending upon the time of day.  Each is programmed, in order of priority, to: 1) 
accommodate pedestrian movements throughout the study area, and 2) expedite 
traffic flows on the city streets.  Changes in traffic volumes over time, and minor 
errors in the timing equipment result in signal timings that are no longer optimal. 
 
Description: Traffic signals in the 
study area should be retimed 
periodically to expedite the flow of 
traffic through the study area.  Timing 
plans should continue to promote 
pedestrian movements through the 
intersections. 
 

Responsible Agency:  
The DC Department of Transportation, 
Traffic Services Administration  
 

Participating Agencies:  
Agencies noting problems with signal 
timing issues are encouraged to 
contact DDOT through the Mayor’s Call 
Center. 

Advantages to Proposed Action: 
1. Optimize signal timing to afford 

“green” time to vehicles traveling 
through the intersection. 

2. Progress signals to promote efficient 
flow of traffic through the study area. 

3. Reduce delay on the streets of 
Judiciary Square. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Requires monitoring. 
2. Disadvantages the minor 

movements. 
3. May disadvantage pedestrians. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 
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Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Traffic Services Administration to continue its program of signal coordination. 
2. Study Area agencies to contact DDOT through Mayor’s Call Center with specific 

signal timing issues. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Install overheight detectors in advance of 
Third Street Tunnel and improve signage 

VV--22  
 

Issue:  Vertical clearance in the 3rd Street tunnel is 13 feet, lower than the standard 
for interstate highways.  Consequently, taller trucks can become lodged in the 
tunnel under the Department of Labor.  Because advance signing is limited, truck 
drivers may not be aware of the low clearance. 
Description:  Vehicle height 
detectors should be installed in 
advance of the entrance to the 3rd 
Street tunnel.  Detectors should be 
placed in a position to warn truck 
drivers prior to entering the final 
approach to the tunnel enabling 
them to divert to another route.  
Advance signing should be installed 
at all approaches to the intersection 
of 3rd and C Streets.  
 

Responsible Agency:  
District Department of Transportation – 
Traffic Services Administration, Traffic 
Operations 
 

Participating Agencies: 
No other agencies. 

Advantages to Proposed Action: 
1. Reduces risk of an overheight vehicle 

getting stuck in the tunnel and 
blocking 3rd Street Tunnel traffic. 

2. Improves traffic-related safety and 
security. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Capital and operating cost. 
2. On-going maintenance. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Consult with DDOT on feasibility of installing detector and signs. 
2. Identify detector and sign locations. 
Post-Study 
1. DDOT to fund and implement. 
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Alternative Action:   
Improve quality of control at entrances to 
parking garages 

VV--33  
 

Issue:  Different buildings within Judiciary Square have different levels of control at 
the entrances to their underground parking garages.  Some have full vehicle 
inspections while others have only automated ticket machines.  In addition, at some 
buildings it is possible to bypass security by entering through the parking garage.  
Security procedures at some parking garage entrances create queues that extend 
into travel lanes, leading to vehicular delay. 
Description:  
• Control at parking garage entrances should be reviewed to make sure it is 

appropriate for the facility. 
• If the building requires passing through security screening to enter from the 

street, the same screening should be used to enter from the garage.  This may 
entail adding a new security checkpoint or routing people from the garage to an 
existing security checkpoint. 

• The number of parking garage entrances used and the staffing at each entrance 
should be determined to handle the load at the peak hour while minimizing on-
street queuing. 

Responsible Agency: 
Emergency Management Agency or a 
committee of affected organizations 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, MPD, Canadian Embassy, 
Newseum 

Advantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Improves building security 
2. Reduces delay associated with 

queuing at garage entrances 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. No “one size fits all” solution 
2. Likely requires increase in staffing 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with stakeholders to discuss. 
Post-Study 
1. Each study area building should examine operations at their parking garages to 

determine if there is queuing in the peak arrival period.   
2. If queuing routinely occurs, additional provisions for loading parking garages 

while maintaining security should be made.   
3. Paths from the parking garage into the building should be examined to make 

sure the building’s security needs are being met. 
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Alternative Action:   
Install a traffic signal at the intersection of 
Fourth and D Streets, NW 
 

VV--44 

Issue:  The intersection of Fourth and D Streets, NW is currently all-way stop-
controlled.  Large volumes of pedestrians cross D Street at this intersection, 
particularly during peak hours but with significant volumes all day long. 
Description:  This alternative action 
proposes to install a traffic signal at this 
intersection.  Crosswalks need to be 
restriped, and curb cuts be completed.  
DDOT, Traffic Services Administration 
reports this intersection has been studied 
regularly and has yet to meet the necessary 
warrants for a signal. 
 

Responsible Agency: 
District Department of Transportation, 
TSA, Traffic Signals System Division 

Participating Agencies: 
none 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduce pedestrian / vehicular 

conflicts.  

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. The intersection is operating at a 

good level of service, so it may be 
hard to meet the warrants. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Re-perform signal warrant analysis.  If warrants are not met, discontinue 

pursuing this alternative. 
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Alternative Action:   
Close east end of C Street, NW VV--55  

 
Issue: C Street, NW offers access to the Newseum bus loading zone, I Carl 
Moultrie Courthouse garage, and Canadian Embassy loading dock and driveway.  C 
Street, NW is also the access route to the backside of the E Barrett Prettyman 
Federal Courthouse, where prisoners enter and leave the building, and the Henry J 
Daly Building, which houses the Department of Motor Vehicles.  The east end of C 
Street, NW, (in the vicinity of the federal courthouse) is considered a higher risk 
security area, and general traffic should not be permitted to pass close to the 
building and in the vicinity of where prisoners are being loaded and unloaded. 
 
The John Marshall Park, which extends from Pennsylvania Avenue to Indiana 
Avenue, NW, is interrupted by vehicular traffic at C Street.  Illegally parked vehicles 
block the pedestrian crossings of C Street and the shuttle bus stop located on the 
south curb. 
Description: Several actions might be employed to reduce general traffic, and 
therefore the security risk to the federal courthouse: 
 
• Close C Street west of John Marshall Park to all but official vehicles. 
• Install a speed table the full width of the park, in C street, to reinforce the 

pedestrian crossing and emphasize the special nature of the street 
• Construct an area adjacent to the park for vehicles to make U-turns and to exit 

C Street to the west 
• Place appropriate signs and barricades across C Street to restrict general traffic 

from entering the east end of the street 
• Ban all parking on the west end of C Street to give additional space for vehicles 

to turn around 
• Place appropriate warning signs on C Street at 6th Street to advise approaching 

motorists of the restrictions on C Street 
Responsible Agency: 
District Department of Transportation, 
City Council  

Participating Agencies: 
Federal and District Courts, Department 
of Motor Vehicles, Canadian Embassy 
and National Capital Planning 
Commission. 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Assists in creating pedestrian core 

through study area. 
2. Reduces traffic in front of federal 

courthouse to only authorized 
vehicles, thereby improving security. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Enforcement will require personnel 

that may not be available. 
2. Turnaround for Newseum buses will 

be disruptive. 
3. Access to the Canadian Embassy 

will be impaired. 
4. Potential backups on 6th Street, 

NW, may occur. 
5. Access to the DMV will be denied 

from C Street. 
6. Access to the I Carl Moultrie 

Building Garage will be impaired 
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Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
Discontinue pursuing this alternative. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Manage traffic operations during 
construction 
 

VV--66 

Issue:  Several major construction projects are underway within and adjacent to the 
study area.  In the near future several additional construction projects will 
commence, including the Newseum, the National Law Enforcement Museum, the 
Old City Hall renovation, the Moultrie Courthouse renovation, and the Courts 
parking garage.  Construction related impacts are a major cause of traffic 
congestion in Judiciary Square. 
Description: Additional District oversight of construction projects is needed to 
ensure traffic control plans are properly designed and implemented.  Traffic 
disruptions caused by building construction on D and E Streets west of the study 
area propagate several blocks.  Were similar disruptions to occur during the 
construction of the Newseum on C Street, the security of sensitive persons being 
transported to the Moultrie and Prettyman Courthouses could be compromised. 
 
Alternatives include: 
• DDOT reviews and approves the traffic control plans for all construction projects 

in and around Judiciary Square.  Defects to the traffic control plans must be 
corrected before approval is granted.  Approval of the traffic control plan is 
required before a building permit is issued. 

• DDOT has a construction inspector that visits construction sites to ensure 
compliance with the approved traffic control plan.  If the approved plan is not 
working, deficiencies must be corrected. 

• Project Owners shall be represented by a professional engineer (as part of the 
Project Architect team) responsible for ensuring day-to-day compliance with the 
traffic control plan.  This engineer will interface with the DDOT construction 
inspector and the contractor. 

Responsible Agency: 
District Department of Transportation 

Participating Agencies: 
DPW, Owners of the construction 
projects 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces construction-related traffic 

congestion. 
2. Improves security by reducing 

congestion.  

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. DDOT staffing limitations. 
2. Political pressure to get building 

projects constructed with limited 
interference. 

Associated Actions: 
Elimination of on-street parking in 
strategic areas. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 
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Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with DDOT to determine their existing policies regarding construction-

related traffic control plans. 
Post-Study 
1. Adjust, communicate, and enforce policies. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Provide for temporary street closures VV--77  

 
Issue:  Streets within the study area may be closed under emergency conditions.  
Closures may be of a short duration as is the case when prisoners are transferred 
to the federal courthouse.  Closures may extend for longer periods such as during 
major demonstrations within the District of Columbia.  Prolonged closures could 
occur in times of national emergency.  Deliveries and other local operations should 
be organized to respond to these closures. 
Description:  Through a centralized agency or by cooperative efforts through 
committee, plans for closures, including pedestrian and vehicular access to 
buildings, deliveries, and service visits should be formulated. 
Responsible Agency: 
MPD or committee composed of relevant 
agencies. 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, National Law Enforcement 
Museum, National Building Museum, 
Canadian Embassy, Newseum, DDOT 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Allows study area tenants to tailor 

their operation plans to accommodate 
street closures and minimize 
disruptions to the extent possible. 

2. Improves security within Judiciary 
Square by controlling access to 
streets. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Disrupts normal business activities. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Identify participating agencies and individuals. 
2. Meet to develop protocol to include notification, limits and duration of closures, 

and detour routes. 
3. Communicate protocol as needed. 
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Alternative Action:   
Restore C Street to two-way operation VV--88  

 
Issue:  C Street, NW offers access to the Newseum bus loading zone, I Carl 
Moultrie Courthouse garage, and Canadian Embassy loading dock and driveway.  C 
Street, NW is also the access route to the backside of the E Barrett Prettyman 
Federal Courthouse, where prisoners enter and leave the building, and the Henry J 
Daly Building, which houses the Department of Motor Vehicles.  The east end of C 
Street, NW, (in the vicinity of the federal courthouse) is considered a higher risk 
security area, and general traffic should not be permitted to pass close to the 
building and in the vicinity of where prisoners are being loaded and unloaded. 
 
The John Marshall Park, which extends from Pennsylvania Avenue to Indiana 
Avenue, NW, is interrupted by vehicular traffic at C Street.  Illegally parked vehicles 
block the pedestrian crossings of C Street and the shuttle bus stop located on the 
south curb. 
Description: This alternative action contemplates altering the operation of C Street, 
either by restoring two-way operation or by making the street one-way its entire 
length.  
Responsible Agency: 
DDOT 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, Canadian Embassy, 
Newseum, DMV, MPD, DC Office of 
Planning, NCPC 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Improves accessibility and circulation 

to C Street properties. 
 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. May involve some street 

reconstruction. 
2. May reduce the amount of on-street 

parking. 
3. Reduces eastbound roadway 

capacity. 
Associated Actions: 
Remove or reassign parking along C 
Street in front of the DMV. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Develop alternative intersection and street layout. 
2. Perform operational analysis. 
3. Identify specific needs met by changing operation. 
Post-Study 
1. DDOT to implement through minor street reconstruction and signing. 
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Alternative Action:   
Relocate curbs on Indiana Avenue and E 
Street 
 

GG--11 

Issue: 
Traffic management is inhibited because of the width of Indiana Avenue.  Double 
and triple-parking is prevalent and back-ups of through traffic result.  Building set-
backs along E Street are small, leading to security concerns. 
Description:  
• Narrow Indiana Avenue between Fourth and Fifth and covert parking to 
parallel a configuration.  For approximately 80 feet midblock (near John Marshall 
Plaza and the Lincoln statue), narrow the street further to 24 feet.  Texture the 
pavement for traffic calming and make this area a mixed vehicle / pedestrian zone.  
This area could also be raised (speed table). 
• Reconstruct E Street between Fourth and Fifth Street at 44-ft width with two 
10-foot travel lanes and two 12-foot curb lanes for buses and bikes. 
• Raise the central 300 feet of the block between the proposed Law 
Enforcement Memorial and Museum as a speed table.  Texture the pavement for 
traffic calming, making this a mixed vehicle / pedestrian zone. 
• Eliminate on-street parking along this block. 
 
Responsible Agency: 
National Law Enforcement Museum, DC 
and Federal Courts 

Participating Agencies: 
NCPC, National Law Enforcement 
Museum, MPD, DDOT 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Allows expansion of pedestrian 

zones. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Interference with bus operations 

Associated Actions: 
• Rationalizing curb use 
 

Conflicting Actions: 
• Because this alternative reduces on-

street parking, creating additional on-
street parking for official vehicles 
becomes more difficult. 

• May be incompatible with bike lanes 
on E Street. 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Set up and conduct a coordination meeting among DDOT, NLEM, and DC 

Courts.  
Post-Study 
1. Develop mutually agreeable conceptual plans. 
2. Prepare final design of E Street as part of the National Law Enforcement 

Museum project. 
3. Prepare final design of Indiana Avenue as part of the parking garage project. 
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Proposed E Street 
 

 
Proposed Indiana Avenue 
 
Alternative Action:   
DC Courts Master Plan Improvements GG--22  

 
Issue:  The DC Courts Master Plan presents a framework for future development of 
Judiciary Square.  The recommendations contained within this document would be 
implemented in the future and therefore should be considered in light of the 
transportation and security issues raised in the current study. 
Description: (See list on following pages.) 
 
 
 
Responsible Agency: 
DC Courts 

Participating Agencies: 
DDOT, DPW, MPD, US Marshals 
Service, NCPC 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
Varied. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
Varied. 

Associated Actions: 
Various. 

Conflicting Actions: 
Few, if any. 
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Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Meet with DDOT and stakeholders to discuss 
Post-Study 
1. Study Advisory Committee endorses DC Courts Master Plan when it accepts the 

final report. 
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Principal Recommendations: 
 
1. Reclaim open space between Judiciary Square buildings: 

• Narrow E Street, NW between Fourth and Fifth Streets. 
• Extend sidewalks on both sides of E Street, NW between Fourth and 

Fifth Streets. 
• Extend north sidewalk of Indiana Avenue to align with north sidewalk 

of D Street west of Fifth Street, NW. 
2. Plant a double row of trees along Judiciary Square along Indiana Avenue, 

Fourth and Fifth Streets, NW. 
3. Reinforce John Marshall Park as a connection to the National Mall through the 

planting of canopy trees and related landscape recommendations. 
4. Create a system of linked interior strolling walks that link Court and Municipal 

buildings. 
5. Construct underground parking structures under the northeast, southeast, and 

southwest corners of Judiciary Square with new landscaping. 
6. Realign E Street to eliminate parking lanes, strengthen the connection between 

the north and south portions of Judiciary Square, and increase stand-off 
distances.  Maintain one lane of traffic in both the eastbound and westbound 
direction and create a no-parking lane in the eastbound direction to be used as 
a drop-off area for the Courts and the National Law Enforcement Museum 
(NLEM).  Maintain the existing bus stop on the south east side of E Street.  
Provide a curb cut to service the future NLEM. Widen sidewalks. 

7. Realign Indiana Avenue to align with curbs west of Fifth Street and east of 
Fourth Street. Narrow the drive lane and reconfigure parking from angled to 
parallel parking and widen sidewalks. 

8. Use a decorative pavement for the major pedestrian crossings of C Street, 
Indiana, E, and F Streets. 

9. Construct bus drop-offs for the National Law Enforcement Museum and 
Memorial along F Street between Fifth Street and the Law Enforcement 
Memorial. 

10. Construct a bus drop-off for the Newseum on the south side of C Street adjacent 
to the proposed building.   

11. Maximize stand-off distances from roadways to courts facilities and use plinth 
walls, hardened fences, bollards, and hardened street furniture as designated in 
Figure M-5, Security Guidelines Map. 

12. Service areas outside buildings and access driveways to service areas should 
be separated from Courts parking facilities. 

13. Locate garage and service area curb cuts as designated in Figure M-4, 
Circulation Guidelines Map. 

14. Construct a below grade service area adjacent to the east side of the Old D.C. 
Courthouse (Old City Hall) and the south side of Building C with an entry from 
Fourth Street to service the D.C. Courts and the Court of Appeals for the Armed 
Forces as designated on Figure M-4, Circulation Guidelines Map. 

15. Implement special sidewalk treatments around the interior sidewalks of Judiciary 
Square as indicated in Figures M-6 thru M-11 Proposed Plans and Sections.  
Implement D.C. Downtown Streetscape Regulations around Judiciary Square as 
designated in Figure M-3, Open Space Guidelines Map.   

16. Coordinate primary building entries and handicap entries for Judiciary Square 
buildings, including the designation of a ceremonial entrance and new primary 
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entrance with handicap accessibility for the Old D.C. Courthouse (Old City Hall) 
in accordance with Figure M-4, Circulation Guidelines Map. 

 
Security Guidelines  
 

1. 30” high plinth wall along north side of Indiana Avenue between Fourth 
Street and Fifth Street and up Fourth and Fifth Streets, halfway along the 
blocks between Indiana Avenue and E Street. 

2. Hardened fence along the Fourth Street facing Building C and Fifth Street 
facing the Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces and predominantly on the 
block bordered by Fourth Street, Fifth Street, E Street, and F Street.  

3. Hardened streetscape elements along the south side of F Street west of the 
Law Enforcement Memorial and along portions of the north side of C Street 
in front of the Moultrie Courthouse and Municipal Center. 

4. Bollards on the north and south sides of the Law Enforcement Memorial and 
the south side of E Street securing the open plaza between the NLEM 
pavilions and Courts’ buildings.  Bollards on the north-south axis of the John 
Marshall Park on the south side of Indiana Avenue and the north side of C 
Street.  Bollards at the entries to the Moultrie Courthouse and Municipal 
Center. 

5. Three security posts, the first at Fifth Street entry to the underground garage 
west of the Old D.C. Courthouse (Old City Hall), the second at the Fourth 
Street entry to the underground parking garage& service area east of the 
Old D.C. Courthouse (Old City Hall), the third at the F Street entry to the 
underground parking garage east of Building B.  
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Alternative Action:   
Create a pedestrian route through the core of 
the study area 
 

FF--11 

Issue:  Many pedestrians traverse the study area, particularly crossing Indiana 
Avenue.  New developments such as the National Law Enforcement Museum and 
the Newseum will bring more visitors to the area who will be getting around on foot.   
Description:  A strong north-south axis 
through the study area begins at the 
intersection of Fourth and Pennsylvania and 
terminates at the National Building Museum.  
This axis could be reinforced as a pedestrian 
zone.  
  
This alternative action contemplates a 
pedestrian zone the width of John Marshall 
Plaza from Pennsylvania Avenue to the south 
face of the Old City Hall.  Another pedestrian 
zone the width of the Law Enforcement 
Officers Memorial extends from the north face 
of the Old City Hall to the south face of the 
National Building Museum.  Pedestrian 
connections around the Old City Hall need to 
be reinforced through wide sidewalks and 
formal landscaping. 
 
On-street parking within the pedestrian core will be eliminated.  C Street and 
Indiana Avenue could be narrowed to make the street crossing shorter for 
pedestrians.  C Street, Indiana Avenue, E Street, and F Street could all have special 
pavement treatment within the pedestrian core, including possible raised speed 
tables. 
Responsible Agency: 
DDOT 

Participating Agencies: 
NCPC, NPS, District Courts 
 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Encourages walking among study 

area buildings 
2. Creates a connection among cultural 

sites within the study area 
3. Helps to calm traffic 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. High pedestrian volumes may 

decrease the effective vehicular 
capacity of the streets. 

Associated Actions: 
Master plan landscape and circulation 
guidelines. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 
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Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Complete coordination between DC Courts Master Plan and National Law 

Enforcement Museum. 
Post-Study 
1. Identify pedestrian crossing treatments at C Street, Indiana Avenue, and E 

Street — interim and ultimate. 
2. Prepare landscape design for John Marshall Plaza and the Old City Hall 

rehabilitation in accordance with the DC Courts Master Plan. 
3. Integrate future E Street and Indiana Avenue streetscapes into the design. 
4. Construct interim pedestrian crossings. 
5. Implement landscaping as part of other projects and as funding becomes 

available. 
6. Construct ultimate pedestrian crossings as C Street, Indiana Avenue, and E 

Street are redeveloped. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Repair and replace wheelchair ramps FF--22  

 
Issue:  Handicapped access ramps should be located along all pedestrian routes.  
Marked crosswalks guide and protect pedestrians across streets at the intersections 
and designated mid-block locations.  Many crosswalks, however, lack handicapped 
accessible ramps to enable physically-challenged pedestrians to cross.   
 
Description: Replace, repair, or install handicapped access ramps at all street 
crossings as noted in the figure. All ramps should be upgraded to the current 
standards. 
Responsible Agency: 
DDOT - IPMA, Infrastructure 

Participating Agencies: 
None 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Improves handicapped accessibility 

among study area buildings. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
None 

Associated Actions: 
Coordinate with street narrowing. 
Coordinate with rationalizing curb use. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Finalize locations requiring improvements. 
2. Develop table of improvements and associated costs. 
Post-Study 
1. DDOT to fund and construct. 
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Alternative Action:   
Coordinate between agencies and 
organizations 

SS--11  
 

Issue:  There is currently no common method of coordinating operational or 
emergency issues between agencies or organizations within the study area.  
Situations such as prisoner or witness delivery to courts (resulting in armed 
personnel closing off sections of streets), emergency building evacuations, life 
safety emergencies, fire drills, or other high profile occurrences cause disruption in 
business activities due to a need to respond to these (real or perceived) incidences.  
Alternatively, confusion can occur when responses to incidences real or perceived 
are executed improperly.  The creation of unsafe situations can easily occur due to 
ineffective coordination of planned or unplanned events, lack of distributed 
information regarding deliveries and activities, and construction related street 
closures, for example. 
Description:  A network of individuals representing each agency or organization 
needs to be created.  Each agency or organization, for example could appoint a 
primary and secondary individual who would update via e-mail, a weekly events 
calendar with activities that could affect other agencies.  These emails would be 
sent to a coordinator who would compile this information and redistribute the 
combined calendar to all of the participants.  A review of possible conflicts could 
take place and a resolution coordinated between the conflicting parties.  The 
network could meet periodically as well.   
Responsible Agency: 
Department of Homeland Security, 
Emergency Management Agency 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, MPD, National Law 
Enforcement Museum, National 
Building Museum, Canadian Embassy, 
Newseum 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
Improves security through better 
communication. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
None. 

Associated Actions: 
Establish security protocols. 
Improve communications between 
security departments. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None. 

Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Identify participating agencies and individuals. 
2. Set up schedule for regular coordination meetings, including meeting locations. 
3. At initial meeting develop the purview of this coordination committee. 
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Alternative Action:   
Establish security protocols SS--22  

 
Issue:  Organizations within the study area conduct security activities in differing 
ways.  Responses to threats are only occasionally coordinated between 
organizations. While some coordination and cooperative planning does take place 
between certain facilities, the introduction of new organizations into the study area 
requires extending coordination. 
Description:  Procedures for responding to threats and coordinating security 
activities should be developed so that all organizations work from a common base.  
These procedures should be worked out cooperatively and should instruct each 
agency on: 
 

• Who to notify in adjacent facilities and under what circumstances 
• What response should be made to different types of threats 
• How routines should be altered in response to various actions in and 

around the study area 
• When specific actions should take place 
• What actions other organizations will take in the event of each threat 
• Who is responsible and who should assist in response to particular actions 

 
These protocols can be developed through a single coordinating organization or 
developed cooperatively by organizations in common geographical locations.  
Protocols, for example, could be organized by street, recognizing that most 
organizations would have to coordinate with other organizations on more than one 
street. 
Responsible Agency: 
Department of Homeland Security, 
Emergency Management Agency, 
Judiciary Square coordinating committee 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services, U.S. Marshals 
Service, MPD, National Law 
Enforcement Museum, National 
Building Museum, Canadian Embassy, 
Newseum 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
Improves security during emergencies or 
similar events. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
None. 

Associated Actions: 
Coordinate between organizations and 
agencies. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None. 

Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Identify participating agencies and individuals. 
2. Decide on geographical boundaries within which to organize. 
3. Establish schedule for meetings to develop protocols. 
4. Identify threats and threat levels for which to plan. 
5. Identify range of responses to match threats or threat levels. 
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Alternative Action:   
Improve communications between security 
departments 

SS--33  
 

Issue:  There is currently no common method of coordinating security or 
emergency issues between agencies or organizations within the study area.  
Prisoner or witness delivery, bus tours, court activity, street crime, 
protests/demonstrations, and other high profile situations are handled internally to 
the affected agency or organization.  Neighboring buildings are notified of these 
occurrences by varying methods, if at all.  Many of these instances can interfere 
with traffic flow, disrupt business activities, and create unsafe situations due to the 
inability to effectively move traffic and emergency vehicles in the affected area.  The 
resulting confusion can also provide individuals or groups with and opportunity to 
exploit the situation to their advantage. 
Description:  Utilizing the same methodology mentioned in the description S-1, a 
similar network of security professionals from each agency or organization could 
update other security professionals via e-mail method and augment this by 
attending a regular coordination meeting.  This would allow for a free and open 
exchange of ideas and information regarding agency activities, criminal activities, 
description of problem individuals, upcoming events, etc.  Updates of these 
activities could be distributed as needed via the e-mail network.  Additionally a 
“situation room” could be set up in one or more agencies for individuals from this 
group to utilize in the event of a problematic situations affecting the area.  This 
would provide a method for rapid response to situations affecting security in the 
area. 
Responsible Agency: 
Emergency Management Agency or MPD 
and U.S. Marshals Service 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
Improves security through better 
coordination among security 
departments. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
None. 

Associated Actions: 
Coordinate between agencies and 
organizations. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None. 

Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Identify participating agencies and individuals. 
2. Find meeting space. 
3. Develop schedule for regular coordination meetings. 
4. Establish e-mail network. 
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Alternative Action:   
Review perimeter security for all buildings SS--44  

 
Issue:  Security varies for the various buildings in the study area.  Building 
inspections in the course of this study identified deficiencies in security that while 
not central to this work should nonetheless be examined in a comprehensive 
manner. 
 
All of the agencies observed lacked commonality in the methods used for building 
perimeter security, screening of visitors, employees, vehicles and deliveries.  
Screening equipment, sensitivity and techniques varied greatly as did the personnel 
employed to perform the security tasks.  Some of the screening operations in the 
building and garages were desensitized to a level that prevented detection of 
common electronic equipment, while others were so sensitive that all entrants 
activated the alarm.  At some locations the secondary screening was ineffective at 
best, while at others the additional screening created queuing problems in lobbies 
and obstructing garage entrances, sidewalks and streets.  Many times these issues 
became distractions to the screening personnel to be distracted or overwhelmed.  
Description:  The services of an independent professional security consulting firm 
should be retained to observe and document the security practices and methods 
employed by all of the agencies and organizations within the study area.  This 
would serve to determine the effectiveness of the current level of protection and 
screening provided for security at each location.  A multi-level threat assessment 
should then be developed utilizing data from local authorities and input from staff 
from each organization.  An analysis of this data coupled with industry standards 
and “best practice” methodology would provide a basis for developing standards for 
levels of protection, screening and security, while reducing queuing and related 
problems.  The standards should incorporate greater restrictions and increased 
controls as threat levels increase depending on the affected agencies needs.  
These standards should be tested and the results reviewed annually at a minimum 
for effectiveness.   
Responsible Agency: 
U.S. Marshals Service, MPD, Committee 
of Affected Organizations 

Participating Agencies: 
DC and federal courts, District 
Protective Services 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
Improves security. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
None. 

Associated Actions: 
None. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None. 

Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Retain independent professional security consulting firm. 
2. Conduct multi-level threat assessment. 
3. Develop standards for levels of protection, screening, and security. 
4. Review and update standards annually. 
 



S
ec

ur
it

y 
  Potential Solutions 

 
Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study 43 

 December 2003 

Alternative Action:   
Construct wall on C Street SS--55  

 
Issue:  Federal prisoners are unloaded in C Street, NW, exposed to both 
pedestrians and vehicles on the street. 
Description:  A wall, constructed along C Street, NW, would shield the U.S. 
Marshals Service bus and afford some protection from threats along C Street. 

Responsible Agency: 
U.S. Marshals Service 

Participating Agencies: 
General Services Administration 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Improves security by segregating 

sensitive persons from the general 
public. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Visual impacts. 

Associated Actions: 
1. Reducing or eliminating parking in 

front of the DMV. 
2. Restoring C Street to two-way 

operation. 

Conflicting Actions: 
1. May interfere with creating a 

pedestrian core through the study 
area. 

 
Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Set up a meeting with stakeholders to identify the location and size of the wall 

and to examine operational, visual, and pedestrian impacts. 
Post-Study 
1. Design and construct wall as part of C Street reconfiguration. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Transfer certain public service activities to 
other locations 

SS--66  
 

Issue:  Heightened security concerns suggest that general traffic to public buildings 
should be reduced to minimize the risk to visitors. 
Description:  Public services, such as those occurring at the Department of Motor 
Vehicles, should be distributed to other locations around the District. 

Responsible Agency: 
DMV, other District agencies with public 
outreach activities 

Participating Agencies: 
District Protective Services, MPD 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Reduces public exposure to security 

risks associated with the Federal 
Courts. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Possible resistance from the DMV. 

Associated Actions: 
Reduction of parking on C Street in front 
of the DMV. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None. 
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Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
Conduct a feasibility study for relocating the DMV, to include: 

• Identifying and evaluating alternate sites 
• Security risk assessment of existing site 
• Financial analysis 
• Estimated relocation costs 
• Determining the disposition of facilities vacated by DMV 
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Alternative Action:   
Endorse implementation of Downtown 
Circulator Routes and specifically the White 
House/Capitol Route 
 

TT--11  
 

Issue:  The DDOT Office of Mass Transit is currently finalizing planning for four bus 
routes that offer continual daylong and evening transit service throughout the 
downtown.  The White House/Capitol route would traverse the Judiciary Square 
study area, primarily along F Street, NW.  The route would link the Red and Orange 
Metrorail Lines and extend from Union Station to 23rd Street, NW and from F Street, 
NW to Independence Avenue, SW.   
Description:  The Downtown Circulator is proposed to serve as a network of four 
shuttle buses that will connect tourist landmarks, major employment centers, 
entertainment destinations, and public services throughout the heart of Washington.   

Responsible Agency: Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 

Participating Agencies: 
DDOT – Office of Mass Transit 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Additional transit service will support new 

and existing cultural venues within the 
study area. 

2. Increase transit service will allow fewer 
people to drive to Judiciary Square. 

Disadvantages of Proposed 
Action: 
1. WMATA may lose ridership on 

full-fare buses within the 
Downtown Circulator service 
area. 

 



T
ra

ns
it

 
  Potential Solutions 

 
Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study 46 

 December 2003 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
Study Advisory Committee endorses the Downtown Circulator when it accepts the 
final report. 
 
Alternative Action:   
Adopt uniform bus stop amenities on E Street 
 

TT--22  
 

Issue:  Bus stops on the D1, D3, and D6 routes on E Street lack passenger 
amenities.   
Description:  This alternative action proposes that uniform bus stop amenities be 
adopted and installed at the four E Street bus stops in the Judiciary Square area.  
Suggested amenities include benches, trash cans, route maps, and shelters.   
 
This action could be implemented in conjunction with WMATA’s Downtown 
Circulator plan. 
Responsible Agency:  
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit 
Authority 
 

Participating Agencies: 
DDOT-Office of Mass Transit 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Amenities may increase bus ridership, 

reducing the demand for parking. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. There may be insufficient space on 

the sidewalk for some amenities, 
such as bus shelters. 

2. Bus shelters may block views, 
which may have security impacts. 

Associated Actions: 
Narrowing E Street may change the 
layout of bus stops. 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Identify specific needed amenities at the four bus stops. 
2. Prepare cost estimate. 
Post-Study 
1. Study Advisory Committee requests amenities when it accepts the final report. 
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  Amenity   

Bus Stop Location 
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Daily 
Boardings 

E Street at Fourth Street 
WB E P P P E P 100 
E Street at Fourth Street 
EB E P P P P P 118 
E Street at Sixth Street WB E P P P     5 
E Street at Sixth Street EB E P P P P E 89 
                
E = Existing               
P = Proposed               

 



B
ic

yc
le

 
  Potential Solutions 

 
Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study 48 
December 2003 

 
Alternative Action:   
Install bicycle racks throughout the Judiciary 
Square Study Area 

BB--11  
 

Issue:  Bicycle racks should be provided for employees and visitors to Judiciary 
Square.  Currently, racks are located at several locations around the study area, are 
of inconsistent design, and do not consistently meet the needs of cyclists.  
Municipal Regulations require that all buildings with off-street parking provide 
bicycle parking equivalent to five percent of the off-street parking supply.  While 
most buildings within the Study Area are not required to comply with Municipal 
Regulations, the Study recommends compliance to promote alternative 
transportation to and around Judiciary Square. 
Description:  This alternative action proposes that a uniform bicycle rack design be 
installed at appropriate locations throughout the Judiciary Square Study Area.  
DDOT recommends the racks illustrated in the Association of Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Professionals Bicycle Parking Guidelines.  Placement and installation 
should comply with the recommendations contained in those guidelines.  Agencies 
should also create facilities that promote bike use (e.g., lockers, showers).   
Responsible Agency: 
District Department of Transportation 

Participating Agencies: 
DC Courts, MPD, Office of Property 
Management, FBI, National Building 
Museum, WMATA, National 
Academies, US Department of Labor 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Encourages bicycle use to and 

among study area buildings. 
2. Complies with District regulations for 

providing bicycle parking facilities. 
3. Bike racks are more secure for 

locking bicycles than fences and 
parking meters. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. Bicycle riding is prohibited in the 

National Law Enforcement Officers 
Memorial. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
During Study 
1. Identify and map specific bike rack locations. 
2. Prepare a cost estimate. 
Post-Study 
1. Study Advisory Committee requests bike racks when it accepts the final report. 
 



B
ic

yc
le

 
  Potential Solutions 

 
Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study 49 
December 2003 

 



B
ic

yc
le

 
  Potential Solutions 

 
Judiciary Square Transportation and Security Study 50 
December 2003 

Alternative Action:   
Endorse proposed bike lanes on E Street, NW 
and accommodate through design of the 
streetscape 

BB--22  
 

Issue:  DDOT is currently developing a Bicycle Master Plan for the District of 
Columbia.  The draft plan contemplates a bike route that would extend across the 
Judiciary Square Study Area along E Street, NW and on Sixth Street, NW. 
Description:  Bicycle lanes are proposed to run on both the north and south sides 
of the street, between the parking lane and the travel lanes.  Appropriate signing 
and marking would be installed to clearly denote the route. 
Responsible Agency: 
District Department of Transportation 

Participating Agencies: 
National Law Enforcement Museum 

Advantages to Proposed Action:   
1. Encourages bicycle use. 
2. Potentially increases bicycle safety. 

Disadvantages of Proposed Action: 
1. E Street is also a bus route and is 

one of the busier east-west streets 
in the study area. 

Associated Actions: 
None 

Conflicting Actions: 
None 

Action Plan: 
Post-Study 
1. Study Advisory Committee endorses the proposed bike lanes when it accepts 

the final report. 
2. DDOT completes its bicycle master plan and implements the bike lanes. 
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Appendix F:  Sample Security Master Plan Table of Contents 
 
SECTION 1.0 -- INTRODUCTION 

1.1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
1.2 PURPOSE 
1.3 BACKGROUND 

Phase I -- Systems Assessments and Needs Analyses 
1.4 SECURITY OBJECTIVE 
1.5 SCOPE 

1.5.1 Vulnerability and Threat Assessment 
1.5.2 Security Design Concepts 
1.5.3 Safety Considerations 
1.5.4 Corporate Security Program 

1.6 PLANNING AND DESIGN APPROACH 
1.6.1 Meetings and Discussions 
1.6.2 Document Review 
1.6.3 Research 

1.7 GENERAL SECURITY CONCERNS 
1.8 CRIME STATISTICS 
1.9 RISK ASSESSMENT AND VULNERABILITIES 

1.9.1 Definition of Terms 
A. Criticality 

1. High Level of Criticality 
2. Medium Level of Criticality 
3. Low Level of Criticality 

B. Feasibility 
1. Traffic 
2. Access Authorization 
3. Accessibility 

C.  Vulnerability 
D. Conclusion 

SECTION 2.0 – SITES AND FACILITIES 
2.1 Site / Facility 1 

2.1.1 Overview  
2.1.2 Site Tour and Interview Discoveries 
2.1.3 Security Concerns 

SECTION 3.0 – RECOMMENDATIONS 
3.1 SECURITY PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 
3.2 ELECTRONIC SECURITY SYSTEMS 
3.3 Identification & Access Control 

3.3.1 General Information 
3.3.1.1 Identification 
3.3.1.1 Access Control 
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3.3.1.2 Temporary, Lost or Stolen 
3.3.1.3 Contractor Badges 
3.3.1.4 Visitor Badges 
3.3.1.5 Information, Reception, Visitor Badge Issuing Post 

3.4 Technical Information 
3.4.1 Identification 
3.4.2 Access Control 
3.4.3 Access Control Cards 

3.4.3.1 Magnetic Stripe Access Cards 
3.4.3.2 Proximity Access Cards 
3.4.3.3 Wiegand Access Cards 

3.5 Optional Software Applications Available for Electronic Access 
Control 

3.5.1 Time and Attendance 
3.5.2 Job Costing 
3.5.3 Watch Tour 

3.6 Central Monitoring and Control Center (Security Office) 
3.7 CCTV System 
3.8 Intrusion Detection System 
3.9 Loading Dock Receiving Area and Trash Collection 
3.10 General Office Controls 
3.11 Emergency Preparedness 
3.12 Emergency Procedures 

3.12.1 Fire 
3.12.2 Bomb Threats 

3.13 Lock and Key Control 
3.14 Internal Security 
3.15 Education and Awareness 
3.16 Personnel Security 
3.17 Recommendation Summary 

SECTION 4.0 - ELECTRONIC SECURITY SYSTEM BUDGETARY COST 
ESTIMATE 

4.1 SECURITY BUDGET ESTIMATE 
4.1.2 Operation 
4.1.3  Options 
4.1.4 Cost Estimate 

4.1.4.1 Contract Security Officers 
4.1.4.2 CMCC Host Systems 

 




